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INTRODUCTION 

A  population  study  is  one  of  the  basic  tools  of  the 
planning  process;  in  fact,  it  is  usually  the  initial  step 
in  any  planning  process.   Its  primary  purpose  is  to  provide 
data  on  past  and  present  population  trends  and  insights 
into  the  future  population  of  Wilson. 

In  this  report  the  population  data  will  serve  as  an 
input  to  other  planning  studies  currently  underway  and 
others  that  may  be  undertaken  in  the  future.   For  example, 
the  future  trends  in  population  size  in  this  study  will 
become  the  basis  for  estimating  future  space  needs  for 
residential  areas,  recreation  areas,  schools,  commercial 
areas  and  various  other  community  facilities  for  all 
segments  of  the  population. 

This  is  the  first  of  a  series  of  studies  under  the 
current  planning  program  that  is  being  undertaken  by  the 
Wilson  Planning  Board  under  instructions  from  Wilson  City 
Board  of  Commissioners.   Subsequent  studies  will  deal  with 
Wilson's  economy,  the  existing  patterns  of  development  of 
the  community  and  a  development  plan  for  the  city. 

This  work  is  part  of  the  on-going  planning  program 
undertaken  by  the  city's  government.   It  is  designed  to 
keep  abreast  of  the  dramatic  changes  that  are  taking  place 
in  the  community.   This  series  is  intended  to  up-date  the 
work  published  in  1960. 
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PAST  TRENDS 

The  purpose  of  this  section  is  to  show  the  general 
growth  patterns  of  Wilson  City  and  to  compare  its  growth 
to  that  of  immediate  adjacent  areas  surrounding  it. 

The  City  of  Wilson  in  1900  had  a  population  of  3,525. 
In  1960  the  population  of  Wilson  was  28,753.   In  six  short 
decades  Wilson  experienced  a  population  increase  of  715.6 
percent.   This  growth  has  not  been  steady  but  fluctuated 
with  the  impulses  of  the  local  and  national  economy.   But 
always  the  population  grew.   Table  1  illustrates  this  growth 
pattern. 


TABLE  1.   POPULATION,  CITY  OF  WILSON  -  1900-1960 

1900   1910    1920     1930     1940     1950     1960 
Population    3525   6717   10,612   12,613   19,234   23,010   28,753 

Percent 

Change  Over 

Preceding 

Decade 


90.6 

Total  Percent  of  Increase 


58.0     18.9 
■  1900-1960: 


52.5 
715.6 


19.6 


25.0 


Source:   U .  S 


Sureau  of  the  Census 


If  one  examines  the  rate  of  growth  of  population  in  Wilson 
more  thoroughly,  one  can  clearly  see  that  its  most  substantial 
percentage  gains  were  for  the  decade  periods  of  1900  to  1910 
and  1910  to  1920.   The  sharp  increase  in  population  between 
1900  and  1910  can  be  attributed  to  the  tobacco  industry,  which 
was  at  its  booming  stages.   Between  1910  and  1920  industrializa- 
tion was  added  to  the  tobacco  industry  to  become  an  important 
factor  contributing  to  growth  of  population  in  Wilson. 

During  the  decade  period  of  1920  to  1930  Wilson's 
population  grew  but  its  rate  of  growth  declined  considerably 
compared  to  the  two  preceding  decade  periods.   This  was  during 
the  period  of  prosperity  when  employment  opportunities  were 
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plentiful  particularly  in  the  larger  cities,  and,  as  a  result 
the  population  that  would  have  remained  or  migrated  into  Wilson 
went  instead  to  areas  where  economic  opportunities  were  better 
in  terms  of  monetary  realization. 

After  the  years  of  National  prosperity  in  the  Twenties 
Wilson  again  experienced  a  substantial  increase  in  population. 
This  was  due  primarily  to  the  depression  of  the  1930's  which 
brought  back  a  large  number  of  the  native  population  who  left 
the  community  during  the  years  of  prosperity. 

Again,  between  1940  and  1950  Wilson's  population  rate 
of  growth  declined  considerably  due  to  commencement  of  World 
War  II.   During  this  period  out-migration  occurred  both  among 
the  young  and  middle-age  population.   The  young,  particularly 
the  men,  were  inducted  into  military  service  while  the  middle- 
age  population  left  to  the  larger  cities  where  jobs  were  created 
primarily  to  suffice  the  needs  of  the  war  efforts  and  fill  the 
jobs  vacated  by  those  serving  in  the  military  service. 

As  expected,  between  1950-1960  Wilson's  population  growth 
rate  increased  slightly  from  the  preceding  decade.   This  in- 
crease is  due  primarily  to  in-migration  of  population  mostly 
from  rural  areas  where  technological  advances  had  induced  a 
decline  in  farm  employment.   Another  important  factor  is  the 
higher  birth  rates  caused  primarily  from  the  rising  number 
of  marriages  following  the  end  of  the  Korean  War. 

Wilson  Township 


If  attempts  are  made  to  correlate  population  growth  to 
physical  growth  in  Wilson  City,  it  is  essential  to  establish 
the  planning  area  for  Wilson  City.   The  planning  area  is  that 
area  designated  in  the  planning  program  where  growth  is  ex- 
pected to  take  place  in  the  future  particularly  during  the 
next  twenty  years.   Population  projections  in  this  report  are 
for  this  indicated  period. 

Historically,  Wilson  City  limits  have  always  been  within 
the  boundaries  of  the  Wilson  Township,  in  fact,  during  its 


early  stages  of  development  the  city  was  near  the  central 
part  of  the  township. 

Today,  even  with  the  population  and  physical  growth 
that  has  taken  place,  the  present  corporate  limits  are 
entirely  within  the  boundaries  of  the  township.   It  is  felt 
that  by  1985,  with  a  substantial  increase  in  population, 
the  corporate  limits  of  Wilson  City  will  be  the  same  as  the 
Wilson  Township  boundaries. 

Therefore,  for  the  ease  of  comparison  of  statistics, 
the  1985  planning  area  has  been  established  as  that  of  the 
Wilson  Township.   This  is  due  primarily  to  the  fact  that 
presently  Wilson  City  and  its  urbanizing  areas  contain  almost 
100  percent  of  the  entire  township  population. 

As  urbanization  will  continue  to  be  a  major  factor  in 
Wilson  Township's  growth,  it  is  important  to  establish  its 
growth  historically. 

In  1900  the  population  of  the  Wilson  Township  was 
7,448  while  in  1960  it  was  33,788.   During  this  sixty  year 
period  the  Wilson  Township  experienced  a  population  growth 
of  353.6  percent.   This  growth  has  not  been  steady  but 
fluctuated  primarily  with  the  urban  influence  of  Wilson  City. 
But  always  the  population  grew.   Table  2  illustrates  this 
growth  pattern. 


TABLE  2 


POPULATION  OF  WILSON  TOWNSHIP,  1900-1960 


1900 


1910 


1920 


1930 


1940 


1950 


1960 


7,448   9,742   13,569   17,560   23,164   27,473   33,78! 


Popu la  t  ion 

Percent 

Change  Over 

Pr eced  ing 

Decade  30.8     39.3     29.4     3  1.9 

Total  Percent  of  Increase  -  1900-1960:   353.67. 


18.6 


20.8 


Source: 


iureau    of    the    Census 


Another  significant  figure  is  the  ratio  of  Wilson  City's 
population  to  that  of  the  Wilson  Township.   Table  3  outlines 
the  ratio  (expressed  as  a  percent)  from  1900  to  1960.   As 
of  1960,  Wilson  City  contained  85.1  percent  of  Wilson  Town- 
ship. 

TABLE  3.   WILSON  CITY'S  POPULATION  AS  A  PERCENT  OF  THE  TOWNSHIP 


1900 


Change  in 
Percent 


1910 
68.9 

21.6 


1920 
78.2 

9.3 


1930 
71.8 

6.4 


1940 
83.0 

11.2 


1950 
83.8 

0.8 


1960 
85.1 

1.3 


Source 


lureau  of  the  Census. 


These  changes  are  due  primarily  to  annexations  by  the 
City  of  Wilson.   It  was  pointed  out  in  the  Wilson  Population 
Report  of  1960,  that  the  decrease  shown  in  1930  was  due  to 
a  lack  of  annexation  between  1920  and  1930,  when  only  one 
annexation  was  accomplished.   In  1940  Wilson  City's  percent 
of  the  township  population  increased  substantially.   This  is  due 
to  a  major  annexation  in  1935.   As  noted  in  the  past  study, 
between  1940  and  1950,  even  with  a  large  annexation  in  1947, 
the  ratio  (percent)  of  Wilson  City  to  the  Wilson  Township 
increased  only  0.8  percent  which  logically  indicates  that  the 
township  beyond  the  city  limits  and  the  city  itself  increased 
proportionately.   Between  1950  and  1960  the  ratio  increased 
by  1.3  percent.   This  increase  is  due  to  development  of  land 
in  the  western  and  northern  portions  of  the  present  corporate 
limits. 

Table  4  shows  the  number  and  amount  of  change  of  the 
population  by  decades  for  Wilson  Township  outside  the  Wilson 
City  limits.   The  amount  change  since  1900  has  varied  con- 
siderably.  It  is  practically  impossible  to  determine  what 
portions  of  the  gains  and  losses  were  caused  by  annexation  to 


the  City,  migration  in  and  out  of  the  county  or  reproductive 
increase. 


TABLE  4.   POPULATION  OF  WILSON  TOWNSHIP  OUTSIDE  OF 
WILSON  CITY  BY  DECADES 


Census  Year     1900     1910     1920     1930     1940     1950     1960 

Townsh  i  p 

Population 
Outside  of 
Wilson  City    3,923    3,025    2,957    4,947    3,930    4,463    5,015 

Amount  o  f 

Change  898 


-68   +1,990   -1,017     +553     +552 


Source: 


U.  S„  Bureau  of  the  Census 


The  township  area  outside  the  city  showed  a  net  gain  in 
population  of  1,092  between  1900  and  1960.   However,  taking 
the  township  as  a  whole,  the  net  gain  between  1900  and  1960 
was  26,340  persons. 


Wilson  County  and  Wilson  Township 

Between  1900  and  1960  the  majority  of  the  county's 
population  growth  has  taken  place  in  the  Wilson  Township. 
In  the  1960  Wilson  Population  Report,  the  township's 
population  had  increased  from  31.6  percent  in  1900  to  58.5 
percent  of  the  total  county  population  in  1960.   Between  1950 
and  1960  this  figure  rose  from  50.5  to  58.5  percent,  an  8 
percent  increase. 

Table  5  outlines  the  population  of  Wilson  County  by 
townships  between  1900  and  1960  while  Table  6  shows  the 
changes  in  the  population  that  occurred  during  this  period. 
Figure  1  portrays  the  proportional  changes  in  the  population  of 
Wilson  Township  compared  to  all  other  townships. 

Basically,  between  1900  and  1960  the  population  of  the 
ten  townships  showed  net  gains;  however,  most  gains  occurred 


TABLE  5, 


POPULATION  OF  WILSON  COUNTY  TOWNSHIPS,  1900-1960 


1900 


1910 


1920 


1930 


1940 


1950 


1960 


Townsh  i  p 

Black  Creek 

2 

,019 

2 

250 

2 

857 

3 

103 

2 

875 

2 

779 

2 

408 

Cross  Roa  ds 

1 

811 

2 

077 

2 

515 

2 

829 

2 

774 

2 

934 

2 

515 

Gardner 

1 

682 

1 

893 

2 

282 

3 

017 

2 

770 

2 

590 

2 

258 

Old  Fields 

2 

165 

2 

586 

3 

521 

4 

040 

4 

155 

4 

117 

3 

556 

Saratoga 

1 

826 

1 

981 

2 

426 

2 

770 

2 

791 

'  2 

757 

2 

467 

Spr inghi  1 1 

1 

903 

2 

138 

2 

573 

2 

832 

3 

048 

2 

866 

2 

372 

Stantonsburg 

927 

1 

242 

1 

824 

2 

031 

2 

123 

2 

050 

1 

939 

Tay lor 

942 

1 

043 

1 

318 

1 

741 

1 

729 

1 

985 

1 

827 

To  i  sno  t 

2 

873 

3 

317 

3 

928 

4 

991 

4 

790 

4 

955 

4 

606 

All  Townsh  ips* 

16 

148 

18 

527 

23 

244 

27 

354 

27 

055 

27 

033 

23 

928 

Wi 1  son 

7 

448 

9 

742 

13 

569 

17 

560 

23 

164 

27 

473 

33 

788 

Wilson  County 

23 

596 

28 

269 

36 

813 

44 

914 

5  0 

219 

54 

506 

57 

716 

TABLE  6, 


POPULATION  OF  WILSON  COUNTY  TOWNSHIP, 
CHANGE  FROM  PRECEDING  DECADE 


Towns  hip 


Amount  of  Change  During  Decade  End inj 


1910 

1920 

1930 

1940 

1950 

1960 

Black  Creek 

231 

607 

246 

-228 

-96 

-371 

Cross  Roads 

266 

438 

314 

-55 

160 

-419 

Gardner 

211 

389 

735 

-247 

-180 

-2 

Old  Fields 

421 

935 

519 

115 

-38 

-561 

S  a  ra  t oga 

155 

545 

344 

21 

-34 

-290 

Springhill 

235 

43  5 

259 

216 

-182 

-494 

S  ta  nt onsburg 

315 

582 

207 

92 

-73 

-111 

Tay  lor 

101 

275 

1 

,423 

-12 

256 

-158 

To  i  sno  t 

444 

611 

1 

,063 

-201 

165 

-349 

Wilson 

2 

,294 

3 

,827 

3 

,991 

5,  604 

4,309 

6,315 

Wilson  County 

4 

,  673 

8 

,  534 

8 

,  101 

5,305 

4,281 

3,210 

All  Townships* 

2 

,379 

4 

,817 

5 

,  110 

-299 

-22 

-2,755 

Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census. 

*  This  figure  includes  all  townships  except  Wilson. 


FIGURE  1 


PROPORTIONAL  CHANGES  IN  THE  POPULATION 

OF  THE  TOWNSHIPS  IN  WILSON  COUNTY,  1900-1960 
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The  vertical  scale  is  logarithmic.   All  trends  are  proportional 
The  steeper  the  slope,  the  faster  the  change.   Population  of 
remaining  nine  townships  has  been  combined  into  one  figure. 


before  1920.   Since  1920  except  for  the  Wilson  Township, 
the  general  trends  for  the  remaining  townships  has  been 
toward  a  slow  rate  of  increase  or  loss  of  population. 
Note  that  in  Figure  1  where  the  proportional  changes  in 
population  are  shown,  Wilson  Township  has  followed  an  un- 
interrupted upward  path. 

Examination  of  Table  6  shows  that  during  the  decade 
period  of  1950  and  1960,  all  townships  except  Wilson  Town- 
ship experienced  their  largest  loss  in  population  of  any 
previous  decade.   It  should  be  pointed  out  that  for  those 
townships  that  lost  population  between  1950  and  1960,  the 
rate  of  change  was  more  than  double  that  of  the  1930  to  1950 
period  when  most  townships  experienced  their  first  loss  in 
population.   Figure  2  portrays  a  more  concise  picture  of  the 
net  losses  and  gains  that  occurred  in  the  individual  townships 
between  1930-1960. 


FIGURE  2 


LOSS  AND  GAIN  IN  TOWNSHIP  POPULATION 
1930  -  1960 


Exp  lana  t  ion : 


Numbers  in  townships  indicate  absolute  gains 
or  losses. 


Comparative  Growth 

Up  to  this  point,  it  has  been  established  that  Wilson's 
population  rate  of  growth  has  fluctuated  somewhat  during  the 
last  sixty  years.   However,  in  order  for  Wilson's  population 
growth  patterns  to  be  more  meaningful,  it  is  important  to 
compare  its  rate  of  growth  to  that  of  the  surrounding  areas; 
particularly  Wilson  County  and  the  State.   By  making  these 
comparisons  it  will  be  possible  to  establish  the  City's  position 
and  relative  status  within  each  area. 

Examination  of  Table  7  indicates  that  the  growth  rate 
of  the  City  of  Wilson  between  1900-1960  far  exceeded  that  of 
the  other  comparative  units. 


TABLE  7.   POPULATION  OF  WILSON  CITY,  WILSON  COUNTY, 
AND  NORTH  C AROL INA , 1 900-  1  9 60 


Wilson  City 


Wilson  County 


North  Carolina 


Popu- 

Percent 

Popu- 

Percent 

Popu- 

Percent 

Year 

lation 

Change 

lation 

Change 

lation 

Cha  nge 

1900 

3,  525 



23, 596 



1, 

,893  ,810 



1910 

6,7  17 

90.  6 

28,269 

19.8 

2 

,206,287 

16.5 

1920 

10,612 

58.0 

36,813 

30.2 

2  . 

,  559,  123 

16.0 

1930 

12,613 

18.9 

44, 914 

22.0 

3, 

,  170,276 

23.9 

1940 

19,234 

52.5 

50,219 

11.8 

3, 

,  571  ,623 

12.7 

1950 

23,010 

19.6 

54, 506 

8.  5 

4, 

,061,929 

13  .7 

1960 

28, 753 

25.0 

57,716 

5.8 

4. 

,  556,  155 

12.2 

1900- 

1960 

715.6 

144.6 

140.  5 

Source:   U.  S. 

Bureau  of 

the  C  ens 

us ,  decern 

i  ia  1 

[  census 

1900-1961 

If  one  views  the  rate  of  growth  in  ten  year  periods, 
outstanding  differences  are  evident,  particularly  between 
1900-1910  and  1910-1920  when   the  city  experienced  its  most 
substantial  growth  as  compared  to  that  of  the  other  units. 
On  the  other  hand,  note  that  between  1920  and  1930,  Wilson's 
rate  of  growth  is  slightly  less  than  Wilson  County  and  the 
State. 

Again,  during  the  decade  periods  of  1940-1960,  Wilson's 
rate  of  growth  exceeded  that  of  the  other  comparative  units. 
However,  the  margin  was  not  significantly  great. 

During  the  early  1900's  and  up  to  1920,  tobacco  grew  to 
become  a  very  important  agriculture  product  in  Wilson  County. 
Wilson  City  also  felt  the  impact  of  the  tobacco  industry  in 
that  it  rapidly  became  a  warehousing  and  wholesale  center  for 
the  product  and  a  retail  service  center  for  the  surrounding 
countryside.   In  addition  Wilson  was  the  county  seat  and  with 
the  increase  in  commerce  came  a  greater  demand  for  legal  and 
governmental  services. 

All  of  these  factors  contributed  to  the  increase  in 
population  for  Wilson  City  and  are  also  responsible  for 
Wilson's  rate  of  growth  exceeding  that  of  the  other  comparative 
units. 

Between  1920  and  1930,  Wilson  City's  rate  of  growth  was 
slightly  less  than  that  of  the  other  comparative  units.   This 
pattern  can  be  correlated  to  the  beginning  of  industrialization 
or  prosperity  period  in  the  United  States  when   employment 
opportunities  in  our  large  metropolitan  centers  were  abundant. 
Table  7  shows  that  the  rate  of  growth  for  the  city  and  county 
declined  from  that  of  the  previous  decade  while  the  state's 
rate  of  growth  increased.   In  this  instance, the  city's  rate  of 
growth  declined  more  than  that  of  the  other  comparative  units. 
Obviously  Wilson's  population  migrated  out  at  a  faster  rate 
than  either  the  county's  or  state's  population.   The  state's 
rate  of  growth  increased  primarily  because  there  was  a  lack  of 
out-migration  within  its  boundaries  and  possibly  in-migration 


12  - 


from  areas  outside  its  boundaries. 

During  early  1930  through  1940  Wilson  again  showed  an 
enormous  rate  of  growth  compared  to  the  other  comparative 
units.   This  enormous  increase  can  be  attributed  to  the 
depression  years  which  caused  a  large  number  of  the  native 
population  who  left  during  periods  of  prosperity  to  return 
home  because  of  insufficient  employment  opportunities.   The  City 
was  the  only  unit  that  experienced  an  increase  in  population 
growth.   The  county  and  state  on  the  other  hand,  experienced  a 
substantial  decline  from  previous  decades.   Within  the  county 
and  the  state,  a  large  number  of  residents  left  in  search  of 
better  employment  opportunities.   In  addition,  birth  rates  for 
the  county  and  state  dropped  considerably  during  this  period. 

In  1940-1950  Wilson's  rate  of  growth  exceeded  all  other 
comparative  units.   Note,  however,  that  during  this  period 
Wilson  City  rate  of  growth  declined  substantially  more  than 
the  county  even  though  it  exceeded  it  in  terms  of  rate  of 
growth.   Again,  the  state's  rate  of  growth  increased. 

The  decline  of  the  growth  rate  of  Wilson  and  Wilson  County 
can  be  attributed  to  the  beginning  of  World  War  II.   The  war 
effort  placed  a  heavy  burden  on  the  younger  population,  partic- 
ularly the  men  eligible  for  military  service.   As  a  result  they 
were  drained  from  the  community.   The  middle  age  population 
migrated  to  the  large  cities  where  employment  opportunities  were 
plentiful  due  to  the  high  demand  for  war  materials. 

During  1950  and  1960,  Wilson  City's  rate  of  growth  was 
slightly  higher  than  that  of  the  other  comparative  units. 
Table  7  indicates  that  Wilson  City  was  the  only  unit  showing 
an  increase  from  the  previous  decade. 

The  primary  reason  for  the  substantial  increase  for 
Wilson's  population  during  this  period  is  due  mainly  to  in- 
migration  of  the  rural  population  into  Wilson.   On  the  other 
hand,  both  the  county  and  the  state's  rate  of  growth  declined 
somewhat  from  the  previous  decade.   This  pattern  indicates 
that  out-migration  was  comparatively  high  for  both  units.   The 
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state  experienced  an  out-migration  from  both  its  rural  and  urban 
area. 

Wilson  Growth  Compared  with  Neighboring  Cities 

Table  8  shows  population  by  decade  among  five  of  the  major 
cities  in  Eastern  North  Carolina.   The  population  changes  are 
also  graphically  portrayed  in  Figure  3.   It  is  evident  that  the 
general  trend  of  population  among  the  five  cities  is  one  of 
increase  at  a  decreasing  rate,  as  the  rate  of  growth  has  slowed 
down  considerably  from  the  sharp  upward  surges  of  1900-1910. 
Note  that  Wilson's  growth  has  fluctuated  considerably,  with 
large  gains  in  some  decades,  particularly  between  1930  and 
1940  and  again  between  1950  and  1960. 

As  shown  in  Table  9,  out  of  the  five  major  cities,  Rocky 
Mount  has  experienced  the  greatest  increase  in  population 
during  the  last  sixty  years;  however,  note  that  most  of  its 
growth  took  place  in  the  early  part  of  the  century.   Since 
1930  Rocky  Mount's  population  has  increased,  but  at  a  decreasing 
rate.   Wilson  and  Greenville  grew  at  a  faster  rate  than  any 
of  the  other  three  eastern  cities  between  1930  and  1960.   It  is 
interesting  to  notice  that  Greenville  and  Wilson  had  almost 
identical  rates  of  growth  between  1930  and  1950, 

The  1960  Census  show  that  Goldsboro,  Kinston  and  Greenville 
had  much  larger  increases  then  both  Wilson  and  Rocky  Mount.   In 
the  previous  study,  it  was  pointed  out  that  the  higher  rate  of 
growth  was  to  be  expected  for  Kinston  and  Goldsboro.   This  is 
due  primarily  to  the  location  of  the  DuPont  Plant  in  the 
Kinston  area  and  the  reactivation  of  Seymour  -  Johnson  Air 
Force  Base  in  Goldsboro. 
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TABLE  8.  POPULATION  OF  FIVE  EASTERN  NORTH  CAROLINA  CITIES 

BY  DECADE,  FROM  1900  TO  1960 

City  1900    1910  1920  1930  1940  1950  1960 

Wilson  3,525   6,717  10,612  12,613  19,234  23,010  28,753 

Rocky  Mount  2,937   8,051  12,742  21,412  25,568  27,697  32,147 

Goldsboro  5,877   6,107  11,296  14,985  17,274  21,454  28,873 

Kinston  4,106   6,995  9,771  11,362  15,388  18,336  24,819 

Greenville  2,565   4,101  5,772  9,194  12,674  16,724  22,860 


Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census,  I960, 


TABLE  9.   PERCENT  INCREASE  IN  POPULATION  FOR  FIVE  EASTERN  NORTH 
CAROLINA  CITIES  -  1900-1960,  1900-1930,  1930-1950, 
1950-1960. 


Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

City 

1900-1960 

1900-1930 

1930-1950 

1950-1960 

Wilson 

715.7 

257  .8 

82.4 

25.0 

Rocky  Mount 

994.6 

629.0 

29.4 

16.  1 

Goldsboro 

391.3 

155.0 

43.2 

34.6 

Kinston 

504.5 

176.7 

61.4 

35.4 

G  r eenvi lie 

791.2 

258.4 

81.9 

36.7 

Note:   The  percentage  shown  represents  the  increase  in  population 
during  the  preceding  decade,  expressed  as  percent  of  the 
population  at  the  start  of  the  decade. 

Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census. 
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ESTIMATED  1966  POPULATION 
Wilson   33,627     Wilson  Township   37,180     Wilson  County   58,845 

The  above  estimates  were  obtained  by  using  the  Cohort-Survival 
method  which  is  recommended  as  the  most  reliable  one  when  pro- 
jections of  present  or  future  population  are  made.   This  method 
simply  adjusts  figures  from  the  last  census  forwarded  by  age 
groups  and  by  sex  groups  on  a  year  to  year  basis  to  the  date  of 
the  forecast  with  separate  adjustment  made  for  each  of  three 
major  components  of  population  change:   deaths,  births  and  net 
migration.   This  method  also  records  the  change  in  population 
by  five  year  intervals,  using  a  fertility  ratio  to  fill  in  data 
for  new  persons  appearing  in  0-4  years  age  group. 

In  order  to  confirm  the  estimates  obtained  through  the  Cohort- 
Survival  method,  three  indicators  were  also  used  in  estimating 
the  current  population  of  Wilson.   These  indicators  are:   trends 
based  on  preceding  decades,  utility  meter  connections  and  new 
residential  structures.   The  methodology  and  estimates  are 
discussed  in  the  following  section.   These  estimates  are  not 
the  recommended  estimates  for  this  report,  but  have  been  in- 
cluded in  this  section  primarily  to  confirm  the  Cohort-Survival 
est  ima  t  es . 

Based  Upon  the  Preceding  Decade 

The  1966  estimates  were  obtained  by  using  the  average  change 
per  year  between  1950  and  1960  census.   The  estimate  revealed 
a  population  of  31,495  for  Wilson  in  1966.   This  is  a  con- 
servative estimate  as  other  methods  of  measurement  indicate  that 
the  figure  might  be  somewhat  higher. 

Based  Upon  the  Number  of  Residential  Electric  Meters 

As  of  July,  1966  the  following  number  of  electric  meters 
were  within  the  corporate  limits  of  the  City: 


Residential  Meters 
Commercial  Meters 
Industrial  Meters 
Tota  1 


9,141 
1,229 

79 

10,449 


In  1960,  the  average  number  of  persons  per  dwelling  was 
3.5.   Assuming  that  each  residential  electric  meter  represents 
one  dwelling  unit,  the  July,  1966  population  is  then  estimated 
by  multiplying  the  number  of  meters  by  3.5.   This  produces  an 
estimated  population  of  31,993.   This  method  as  well  as  previous 
methods  reveals  a  low  estimate.   It  is  impossible  to  estimate 
the  population  of  the  Wilson  Planning  Area  based  on  a  meter  count 
because  the  Wilson  Power  Company  serves  large  parts  of  the 
county  within  a  radius  of  approximately  ten  miles. 

Based  Upon  Number  of  New  Residential  Units  From  1960-1966 

As  of  July  1966,  the  Wilson  Building  Inspection  Department's 
records  showed  that  there  were  936  new  residential  units  con- 
structed in  what  were  the  1960  corporate  limits.   As  of  1960, 
using  the  Land  Use  Survey  count,  352  new  dwellings  were 
accounted  for  in  newly  annexed  areas  in  the  western  part  of 
Wilson.   Of  the  352  units,  268  (Building  Inspection  records) 
were  constructed  while  the  remaining  were  existing  structures 
already  in  the  area  annexed.   Taking  into  account  what  is  now 
the  present  corporate  limits,  the  total  number  of  new  units 
amount  to  1,388.   Between  1960  and  1966,  there  were  60  residen- 
tial units  demolished  in  the  corporate  limits  of  Wilson. 

The  July  1966  population  is  obtained  by  multiplying  the 
number  of  new  residential  units  (less  the  number  of  units 
demolished)  by  the  average  household  size  which  is  3.5  persons 
per  dwelling  unit.   This  shows  a  gain  of  4,298  people  for  Wilson. 
Adding  this  figure  to  28,573  enumerated  in  1960  gives  an  estimate 
of  33,051  within  the  present  corporate  limits. 
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FUTURE  POPULATION 

In  forecasting  population  for  Wilson  City,  it  is  assumed 
that  past  trends  will  continue  in  effect  throughout  the  planning 
period  and  that  no  major  wars,  changes  in  birth  rates  or  other 
major  departures  from  the  past  trends  will  take  place.   The 
future  population  of  Wilson  City,  Wilson  Township  and  Wilson 
County  are  shown  below  in  Table  10. 


TABLE  10.   FUTURE  POPULATION  OF  WILSON  CITY,  WILSON  TOWNSHIP 
AND  WILSON  COUNTY,  1960-1985 


Year 


1960 

1966 

1970 

1980 

1985 

Wi lson  City 

28, 753 
33,627 
36, 591 
47 ,287 
53,718 


Wilson 
Townsh  ip 

33, 768 
37,  180 
39, 454 
50,  739 
57, 639 


Wilson 
County 

57,716 
58,845 
59,498 
61,033 
61,867 


AMOUNT  OF  CHANGE  OF  FUTURE  POPULATION 
Wilson  City       Wilson  Township    Wilson  County 


Percent 
Number   Change 


1960 



--- 

-- 

1966 

4. 

,814 

16, 

,7 

1970 

2. 

,964 

8, 

.8 

1980 

10, 

,  696 

29, 

.2 

1985 

6. 

,43  1 

13, 

.6 

Projected 

Growth 

24, 

,965 

86, 

.8 

Percent 
Number   Change 


3,412 

2,274 

11,285 

6,900 

23,871 


10.  1 

6.1 

28,6 

13.6 

70.6 


Percent 
Numb  er   Change 


1,  129 
753 

1  ,43  5 
834 

4,  151 


2.0 
1.3 
2.4 
1.4 

7.  1 


Table  10  indicates  that  Wilson  City's  and  Wilson  Township's 
population  is  projected  to  increase  enormously  between  1960-1985. 
Wilson  City's  population  is  expected  to  increase  by  24,965  persons 


or  86.8  percent;  Wilson  Township  24,871  persons  or  70.6  percent 
while  Wilson  County  is  only  projected  to  increase  by  4,151 
persons  or  7.1  percent.   The  Wilson  Township  will  increase  in 
number  less  than  Wilson  because  the  city  will  more  than  likely 
absorb  the  township  population  through  annexation.   Obviously, 
the  majority  of  the  county  growth  will  take  place  in  Wilson 
City  and  Wilson  Township. 

This  pattern  indicates  that  Wilson  City  will  continue  to 
experience  a  substantial  in-migration  of  population  particular- 
ly from  the  rural  areas  and  smaller  towns  within  the  immediate 
areas.   The  Wilson  Township  projected  growth  will  be  due  primarily 
to  the  urban  influence  of  Wilson  City  which  is  reflected  in  its 
total  projected  growth.   Wilson  County's  slight  increase  during 
the  projected  period  indicates  that  for  the  most  part,  out- 
migration  of  the  rural  farm  population  will  continue  either 
to  the  larger  cities  within  the  state  or  even  outside  of  the 
state. 
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CHARACTERISTICS  OF  THE  POPULATION  IN 
WILSON  CITY  AND  WILSON  COUNTY 


Before  commencing  with  the  analysis  of  the  population 
changes,  it  is  essential  to  outline  in  summary  form  the 
population  characteristics  of  Wilson  City  and  Wilson  County 
by  age,  race  and  sex.   Wilson  Township  population  character- 
istics are  not  included  because  the  U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census 
did  not  publish  this  data  for  townships. 

One  can  view  the  population  age  distribution  of  both 
Wilson  City  and  Wilson  County  in  terms  of  the  following  five 
categories:   Preschool,  School  Age,  Young  Productive,  Established 
Productive  and  the  Retired  Citizens. 

Table  11  outlines  the  characteristics  of  both  Wilson  City 
and  Wilson  County  by  major  age  group,  sex  and  racial  character- 
istics.  Detailed  population  characteristics  are  found  in 
Append  ix  A . 

TABLE  11.   SUMMARY  OF  WILSON  CITY  AND  WILSON  COUNTY 
POPULATION  CHARACTERISTICS,  1960 


Major  Age  Groups 


Ca  t  egory 

Preschool 
(0-5) 

School  Age 
(5-14) 

Young  Productive 
(15-34) 

Established 

P  roduc t  ive 

(35-64) 

Retired  Citizens 
(65+) 

Tota  1 


Wilson 

City 

W  i 1  son 

County 

P  ercent 

Percent 

Numb  er 

of 

Tota  1 

Numb  e  r 

of  Total 

3  ,220 

11  .2 

6,673 

11.6 

6,063 

21.1 

13,557 

23.5 

8,478 

29.5 

16,422 

28.5 

8,973 

31.2 

17,418 

30.2 

2,019 

7  .0 

3  ,646 

6.2 

28,753 

100.0 

57,716 

100.0 
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TABLE  11 


Cont  inued 


Sex  Characteristics 


S  ex 

Male 
Fema  1  e 

Tota  1 


Wilson 

City 

Percent 

Number 

of  Total 

13,  579 

47.2 

15,174 

52.8 

28,753 

100.0 

Wilson  County 
Numb  er 


Percent 
of  Total 


28,045  48.6 
29,671  51.4 
57,716       100.0 


Racial  Characteristics 


Ra  ce 

White 
Non-White 
Tota  1 


Wilson 

City 

Wilson 

County 

Percent 

Percent 

Number 

of  Total 

Numb  er 

of  Total 

17,452 

60.7 

34,498 

59.8 

11,301 

39.3 

23,218 

40.2 

28,753 

100.0 

57,716 

100.0 

S  our ce  :   U , 


Sureau  of  the  Census. 
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DISTRIBUTION  PATTERNS 

The  primary  purpose  of  this  section  is  to  show  the  pro- 
portionate as  well  as  numerical  and  percent  changes  of  the 
population  by  age,  race  and  sex  in  Wilson  City  and  Wilson  County 
between  1950  and  1960.   In  order  to  illustrate  these  changes  the 
population  has  been  combined  into  five  major  age  groupings  by 
sex  and  race.   The  proportionate  changes  should  not  be  inter- 
preted as  growth  in  that  they  only  relate  to  the  changes  that 
occur  in  relation  to  the  total  population. 

In  the  following  section  only  the  numerical  and  percent 
change  of  population  will  be  discussed  as  it  is  of  utmost 
importance  to  know  where  and  how  much  growth  has  taken  place 
between  1950  and  1960. 

Wilson  City's  Male  Population  -  White  and  Non-White 

As  shown  in  Table  12,  the  white  male  population  increased 
numerically  by  1919  persons  or  30  percent  between  1950  and  1960. 
Within  the  white  male  population  all  age  groups  grew;  however, 
the  percent  increase  was  much  higher  among  the  retired  citizens, 
school  age,  and  preschool  groups. 

The  non-white  male  population  increased  by  720  persons  or 
15.8  percent  between  1950  and  1960.   All  age  groups  grew,  with 
the  exception  of  the  young  productive  group.   This  group  de- 
creased by  127  persons  or  9.3  percent.   The  most  outstanding 
percent  increases  were  for  the  school  age  and  retired  groups. 


Wilson  City's  Female  Population  -  White  and  Non-White 

As  shown  in  Tables  14  and  15,  the  female's  growth  pattern 
is  similar  to  that  of  the  male  population.   The  white  female 
increased  numerically  by  2,239  persons  or  32.4  percent  between 
1950  and  1960.   Within  these  age  groups  the  largest  percent 
gains  are  for  the  school  age,  established  productive,  and 
retired  citizens.   Among  the  white  female  population,  all 
age  groups  grew. 
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TABLE  12.   DISTRIBUTION  OF  WHITE  MALE  POPULATION 
IN  WILSON  CITY  -  1950-1960 


Ca  t  egory 

Preschool 
(-5) 

School  Age 

(5-14) 

Young  Productive 
(15-34) 

Established  Productive 
(35-64) 

Retired 
(45+) 


1950 

Number 

P, 

ETcent 

708 

11.2 

975 

15.2 

2  ,348 

36.7 

2,056 

32.2 

303 

4.7 

1960 

Number 

P 

sr c  en  t 

928 

11.1 

1  ,  609 

19.4 

2,653 

32.0 

2,640 

3  1.7 

i-Q 

5.8 

6.390    100.0 


309    100.0 


Number  and 

Percent  Increase 

1950-1960 

Number 

I' 

3  re  en  t 

2  2'! 

31.1 

634 

65.0 

305 

13.0 

584 

28.4 

176 

58.  1 

1,919 

30.0 

Source:   These  statistics  were  compiled  from  detailed  characteristics  included 
in  the  Appendix. 


TABLE  13.   DISTRIBUTION  OF  THE  NON-WHITE  MALE  POPULATION 
IN  WILSON  CITY  -  1950-1960 


Category 

Preschool 
(-5) 

School  Age 
(5-14) 

Young  Productive 
(15-34) 

Established  Productive   1,396 
(35-64) 

Retired 
(65  +  ) 


648 

14.2 

915 

20.  2 

1,363 

29.9 

1,396 

30.7 

228 

5.0 

4,  550 

100.0 

1960 

Nu 

mber 

r 

er  c  en t 

726 

13.8 

1 

,  435 

27.3 

1 

,  236 

23.3 

1 

,  533 

29.2 

340 

6.4 

,270 

100.0 

Numb 

Percent 

1950 

er  and 

Increase 
-1960 

Number 

Pi 

?rcent 

78 

12.0 

520 

56.8 

-  127 

-  9.3 

137 

9.8 

112 

49.  1 

720 

15.8 

Source:   These  statistics  were  compiled  from  the  detailed  characteristics 
included  in  the  Appendix. 
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TABLE  14.   DISTRIBUTION  OF  WHITE  FEMALE  POPULATION 
IN  WILSON  CITY  -  1950-1960 


Category 

Preschoo 1 
(-5) 

School  Age 
(5-14) 

Yoi/ng  Productive 
(15-34) 

Established  Productive   2,247     32.6 
(35-64) 


1950 
Number   Percent 
671      9.7 

1,005    14.6 

2, 544    36. 7 


Ret  ired 
(6  5+) 


437      6.4 
6. 904    100.0 


1960 

Numb  er  Percent 

847  9.2 

1 , 542  17.1 

3.055  33.6 

2, 952  31.9 

747  8.2 

9, 143  100.0 


Numb. 

Percent 

1950- 

;  r  and 

Increase 
-1960 

Number 

P 

er  c  en  t 

176 

26.2 

537 

53.4 

511 

20.  1 

705 

31.4 

310 

70.  9 

2,239 

32.4 

Source:   These  statistics  were  compiled  from  the  detailed  characteristics 
included  in  the  Appendix. 


TABLE  15.   DISTRIBUTION  OF  THE  NON-WHITE  FEMALE  POPULATION 
IN  WILSON  CITY  -  1950-1960 


Category 

Preschool 
(-5) 

School  Age 

(5-14) 

Young  Productive 
(15-34) 

Established  Product! 
(35-64) 

Ret  ired 
(65  +  ) 


1950 

Nu 

mber 

t 

e  r  c  en  t 

661 

12.8 

930 

18.0 

1 

,711 

33.1 

1 

,  590 

30.8 

274 

5.3 

5, 166    100.0 


1960 

Number 

P 

e  r c  en  t 

719 

11.9 

1,477 

24.  5 

1,  534 

25.4 

1  ,848 

30.  7 

453 

7.5 

6,031 

100.0 

Number  and 

Percent  Increase 

1950-1960 

Number   Percent 

58     8.8 

547  58.8 

-177  -10.3 

258  16.2 

179  65.3 

857  16.7 


Source:   These  statistics  were  compiled  fi 
included  in  the  Appendix. 


the  detailed  characteristics 
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Table  15  indicates  that  the  non-white  female  population 
increased  by  857  persons  or  16.7  percent  between  1950  and  1960. 
Within  the  non-white  female  population  the  only  group  that 
did  not  show  a  percent  gain  was  the  young  productive  group. 
Note  that  the  largest  gains  were  in  the  school  age  and  retired 
groups . 

Wilson  County's  Male  Population  -  White  and  Non-White 

In  Wilson  County,  the  white  male  population  shows  a 
numerical  increase  of  732  persons  or  4.5  percent  between  1950 
and  1960.   Among  the  five  age  groups,  the  preschool  and  young 
productive  groups  decreased  by  8.2  percent  and  7.5  percent, 
respectively. 

Among  the  group  where  growth  took  place,  the  retired 
citizen  showed  the  highest  gains,  41.9  percent.   The  establish- 
ed productive  group  showed  an  increase  of  15.2  percent  which 
is  the  second  highest. 

Among  the  non-white  male  population  the  gains  and  losses 
are  similar  to  that  of  white  male  population.   Between  1950 
and  1960,  the  young  productive  groups  showed  a  decrease  of 
480  persons  or  14.5  percent.   This  decrease  is  substantially 
higher  than  the  decrease  shown  for  the  white  male  population. 

Among  the  percent  increases  the  largest  gains  are  found 
in  the  school  age  and  retired  citizens. 

On  a  comparative  basis,  note  that  the  school  age  growth 
was  higher  for  the  non-white  male  than  the  white  males.   On 
the  other  hand,  the  white  males  showed  a  much  higher  percent 
increase  for  the  retired  group  than  the  non-white  males. 
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TABLE  16.   DISTRIBUTION  OF  WHITE  MALE  POPULATION 
IN  WILSON  COUNTY  -  1950-1960 


Number  and 
Percent  Increase 


1950 
Number   P 

ercent 

Nut 

1960 
iber   P 

ercent 

1950- 

-1960 

Ca  t egory 

Number 

Percent 

Preschool 

(-5) 

1,918 

11.9 

1 

,  761 

10.  5 

-  157 

-8.  ) 

School  Age 
(5-14) 

3,270 

20.3 

3 

,  549 

22.  1 

279 

8.5 

Young  Productive 
(15-34) 

5,  453 

33.9 

5 

,044 

30.0 

-409 

-7  .  5 

Established  Product 
(35-64) 

Ive   4,754 

29.  5 

5 

,  476 

32.4 

72J 

15.2 

Ret  ired 
(65+) 

706 

4.4 

1 

,002 

6.0 

296 

41.9 

16,101 

100.0 

16 

,832 

100.0 

732 

4.5 

Source:   These  statistics  were  compiled  from  the  detailed  characteristics 
included  in  the  Appendix. 


TABLE  17.   DISTRIBUTION  OF  NON-WHITE  POPULATION 
IN  WILSON  COUNTY  -  1950-1960 


Category 

Preschool 
(-5) 

School  Age 
(5-14) 

Young  Productive 
(15-34) 

Established  Producti 
(35-64) 

Ret  ired 
(65  +  ) 


1950 

Nui 

iber 

Pi 

;r  c  en  t 

1. 

,  749 

16.4 

2 

,  518 

23  .  5 

3 

309 

3  1.0 

2 

,679 

25.0 

438 

4.  1 

1960 

Nui 

nber 

P 

ercent 

1 

,664 

14.8 

3 

,  300 

29.4 

2 

,829 

25.2 

2 

,  861 

25.6 

559 

5.0 

Number  and 

Percent  Increase 

1950-1960 


10,693    100.0 


11,213    100.0 


--8  5  -4.9 

782  31.1 

—480  -14.5 

182  6.8 

12  1  27.6 

510  4.8 


Source:   These  statistics  were  compiled  from  the  detailed  cha 
included  in  the  Appendix. 
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Wilson  County's  Female  Population  -  White  and  Non-White 

As  shown  in  Tables  18  and  19  the  female  population  gains 
and  losses  by  individual  age  groups  are  similar  to  that  of  the 
male  population.   Between  1950  and  1960  the  white  females  in- 
creased numerically  1,305  or  8  percent.   The  percent  decrease 
is  for  the  preschool  and  young  productive  groups.   Note  that  the 
preschool  decreased  13.3  percent  while  the  young  productive 
group  decreased  by  only  1.5  percent.   On  the  other  hand,  sub- 
stantial percent  increases  are  found  in  the  retired  and  establish- 
ed productive  groups. 

Among  the  non-white  females,  the  population  increased 
numerically  by  654  or  5.8  percent.   Note  that  its  most  out- 
standing decreases  are  for  the  young  productive  group.   This 
group  decreased  15.2  percent  between  1950  and  1960.   This 
decrease  is  substantially  higher  than  the  white  female's  de- 
crease.  The  groups  that  showed  the  most  outstanding  growth 
are  the  retired  and  school  age  groups. 
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TABLE  18.   DISTRIBUTION  OF  WHITE  FEMALE  POPULATION 
IN  WILSON  COUNTY  -  1950-1960 


Numb  e  r  and 
Percent  Increa  se 


Nui 

1950 
nber   P 

e  re  en t 

Nui 

1960 
nber   P 

ere  en t 

1950- 

■  1960 

Category 

Number 

Percent 

Preschool 
(-5) 

1 

,831 

11.2 

1 

,  588 

9.0 

-243 

-  13.3 

School  Age 
(5-14) 

3 

,  182 

19.4 

3 

,389 

19.2 

207 

6.5 

Young  Productive 
(15-34) 

5 

,  485 

33.  5 

5 

,  402 

30.6 

-  83 

-1.5 

Established  Product!' 
(35-64) 

re      4 

,921 

30.  1 

5 

,886 

33  .3 

965 

19.6 

Ret  ired 

(65  +  ) 

942 

5.8 

1 

,401 

7.9 

459 

48.7 

lb 

,361 

100.0 

17 

,666 

100.0 

1  ,305 

8.0 

Source:   These  statistics  were  compiled  from  the  detailed  characteristics 
included  in  the  Appendix. 


TABLE  19.   DISTRIBUTION  OF  NON-WHITE  FEMALE  POPULATION 
IN  WILSON  COUNTY  -  1950-1960 


Category 

Preschool 
(-5) 

School  Age 
(5-14) 

Young  Productive 
(15-34) 

Established  Productive   2,762 
(35-64) 

Ret Ired 
(65+) 


Source:   These  statistics  were  compiled  from  the  detailed  characteristics 
included  in  the  Appendix. 
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1950 

ere  en t 

Nui 

1960 

ere  en  t 

Number  and 

Percent  Increase 

1950-1960 

Nui 

nber 

P 

nber 

P 

Ni 

imber 

Percent 

1 

,  769 

15.6 

1 

,  660 

13.8 

-109 

—  6.2 

2 

,617 

23.  1 

3 

,319 

27.6 

702 

26.8 

3 

,  712 

32.7 

3 

,  147 

26.2 

-565 

-15.2 

2 

,762 

24.3 

3 

,  195 

26.  7 

433 

15.7 

491 

4.  3 

684 

5.7 

193 

39.3 

11 

,351 

100.0 

1  2 

,005 

100.0 

754 

5.8 

Sex  Characteristics  of  Wilson  City  and  Wilson  County 

As  shown  in  Table  20,  between  1940  and  1960,  Wilson  City's 
percentage  of  males  and  females  changed  very  little  among  all 
classes;  however,  significant  changes  are  evident  within  the 
two  racial  groups.   In  1940,  1950  and  1960,  the  non-white 
females  outnumbered  the  non-white  males  by  3.6,  2.6  and  2.7 
percent  respectively.   This  means  that  there  was  higher  out- 
migration  of  non-white  males. 


TABLE  20.   PERCENT  MALE  AND  FEMALE  OF  THE  POPULATION  OF 
WILSON  FOR  YEARS  1940,  1950  AND  1960 

Percent  of  Total  Population 


Whit 

e 

Non- 

White 

To 

tal 

Year 

Male 

Fema  1  e 

Male 

Fema  1  e 

Male 

Fema  1  e 

1940 

24.8 

26.8 

22.4 

26.0 

47.2 

52.8 

1950 

27.8 

30.0 

19.8 

22.4 

47.5 

52.5 

1960 

28.9 

31.8 

18.3 

21.0 

47.2 

52.8 

Source: 

U.  S  . 

Bureau  of 

the 

Census 

Among  the  white  population  the  distribution  shows  that  the 
females  outnumber  the  males;  however,  the  ratio  is  increasing 
rather  than  decreasing  as  opposed  to  the  non-white  sex  ratio. 

For  the  years  1940,  1950  and  1960,  the  white  females  out- 
numbered the  white  males  by  2.0,  2.2  and  2.7  percent.   Among 
both  racial  groups  the  white  females  made  up  the  largest  pro- 
portion for  all  three  decade  periods. 

As  shown  in  Table  21,  the  county  sex  ratio  among  all  classes 
has  changed  very  little  between  1950  and  1960.   Within  the  two 
racial  groups  the  females  outnumbered  the  males,  but  the  pro- 
portionate increase  has  remained  similar  for  the  two  decade 
periods . 
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TABLE  21.   PERCENT  MALE  AND  FEMALE  OF  THE  POPULATION  OF  WILSON 
COUNTY  FOR  THE  YEARS  1940,  1950  and  1960 


White 


Year 

Male 

Fema  1  e 

19  40 

29.  1 

29.0 

1950 

29.6 

30.0 

1960 

29.2 

30.6 

Non-White 
Ma  1 e    Fema  1  e 
20.4      21.5 
19.6      20.8 
19.4      20.8 


Ma  1  e  Fema  1  e 

49.5  50.5 
49.2  50.8 

48.6  5  1.4 


Source: 


Sureau  of  the  Census, 


By  comparing  the  City  and  County  ratio,  one  can  clearly 

see  that  the  females  outnumber  the  males  in  both  instances; 

however,  the  city's  proportion  of  female  to  male  is  much  higher 
than  the  county's. 

Racial  Trends  of  Wilson  City  and  Wilson  County 

Table  22  shows  that  the  non-white  population  of  both  the 
county  and  city  has  increased  numerically  between  1930-1960; 
however,  it  is  evident  that  the  non-white  population  has  in- 
creased at  a  lower  proportional  rate  than  the  white  population. 
In  the  County  and  City,  the  non-white  proportion  of  the  total 
population  decreased  by  9.9  percent  in  the  City  and  2.7  percent 
in  the  County . 


TABLE  22 


RACIAL  COMPOSITION  OF  THE  POPULATION  OF  WILSON  CITY 
AND  WILSON  COUNTY  FOR  THE  YEARS  1930-1960 


Wilson  City 


W  i 1  son  County 


White 

Non-White 

Whit 

e 

Non-White 

Year 

Numbe  r 

1 

Numb  e  r 

% 

Number 

% 

Numb  e  r 

% 

1930 

(>■ 

407 

50.8 

6,206 

49.2 

25, 577 

56.9 

19,337 

43.  1 

19  40 

9. 

,916 

51.6 

9,318 

48.4 

29, 148 

58.0 

21,071 

42.0 

1950 

13  . 

294 

57.8 

9,716 

42.2 

32,462 

59.6 

22,044 

40.4 

1960 

17, 

,452 

60.7 

11,301 

39.3 

34,498 

59.8 

23,218 

40.2 

Source 

U.  S 

.  Bu  r eau  of  th 

e  Census . 

_ 

31  - 

MIGRATION 

General  Trend  s 

Table  23  illustrates  a  method  frequently  used  to  analyze 
the  migration  pattern  of  a  community.   First  the  natural 
population  increase  during  the  decade  is  calculated  (total 
births  minus  total  deaths)  and  added  to  the  population  of  the 
base  year  (1950).   The  result   thus  obtained  is  the  expected 
1960  population  which  is  then  compared  with  the  actual  1960 
population.   If  there  are  more  people  than  expected,  a  net 
in-migration  has  occurred;  however,  if  there  are  less,  out- 
migration  has  taken  place. 


TABLE  23.   1950-1960  MIGRATION  TRENDS  BY  RACE  OF  WILSON  AND 
WILSON  COUNTY 


Wilson  County 


Wilson  Cif 


Non-  Non- 

White   White     Total     White    White    Tota  1 

1950 

Population    32,462   22,044   54,506    13,294    9,716   23,010 

Natural 

Increase 

(1950-1960)  4,967  5,477       10,444  2,453  1,957  4,410 

Expected 

Population    37,429   27,521   64,950    15,747   11,673   27,420 

Actual  1960 

Population    34,498   23,218   57,716    17,452   11,301   28,753 

Net 

Migration     -2,931   -4,903   -7,234    +1,705     -372   +1,333 


Source:   U , 


iureau  of  the  Census 


Table  23  indicates  that  the  non-white  segment  of  Wilson's 
population  experienced  a  loss  in  population  as  a  result  of 
out-migration  amounting  to  372  persons.   The  white  segment 
shows  a  net  in-migration  of  1,705  persons.   Therefore,  Wilson 
shows  a  net  in-migration  of  1,333  persons  between  1950-1960. 
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Conversely,  Wilson  County  shows  a  net  out-migration 

of  7,234  persons.  Table  23  shows  that  the  non-white  segment 

experienced  a  loss  of  4,303  while  the  white  segment  lost 

2,931,  as  a  result  of  out-migration. 

Migration  By  Age  Groups 

It  is  not  only  important  to  know  the  migration  pattern 
in  terms  of  the  total  population,  but  it  is  also  essential 
to  determine  the  pattern  by  age  and  racial  characteristics. 
In  order  to  illustrate  the  migration  patterns,  it  is  first 
necessary  to  observe  the  number  of  persons  present  in  a 
particular  group  in  1950,  then  observe  the  number  of  persons 
in  this  present  group  ten  years  hence  (1960).   If  there  are 
less  people  in  the  age  group  in  1960  than  was  in  1950,  out- 
migration  has  occurred.   On  the  other  hand,  if  there  are  more, 
in-migration  has  occurred.   For  example,  if  reference  is  made 
to  the  10-14  age  group,  it  is  referring  to  those  persons  who 
were  10-14  years  of  age  in  1950,  but  subsequently  were  20-24 
years  of  age  in  1960. 

White  Migration  -  Wilson  City 

Table  24  shows  that  Wilson  City  experienced  a  large  net 
in-migration  among  the  10-14,  15-19,  20-24,  and  25-29  age  groups 
Out-migration  commenced  with  the  age  group  30-34  and  continued 
on  through  with  all  other  ages. 

It  is  interesting  to  notice  that  in  Wilson,  beginning 
with  age  group  30-34  to  60-65  years  old,  the  percent  of  the 
1950  group  remaining  in  1960  is  over  90  percent  in  all  instances, 


Non-White  Migration  -  Wilson  City 

Table  25  shows  that  among  the  non-white  population,  out- 
migration  occurred  for  all  age  groups  except  the  age  group 
5-9  and  55-59  years  old.   Out-migration  among  15-19  and  20-24 
age  groups  was  exceptionally  high. 


TABLE    24.       NET    MIGRATION    OF    THE    WHITE    POPULATION, 
WILSON    CITY,     1950-1960 


1950 


1960 


Percent  of  1950 
Group  Present 
in  1960 


Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census 
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TABLE    25.       NET    MIGRATION    OF    THE    NON-WHITE    POPULATION, 
WILSON    CITY,     1950-1960 


1950 


1960 


Percent  of  1950 
Group  Present 
in  1960 


103 

•  88, 

•  67 

•  66 

■  83 

•  88, 

■  94, 

•  86. 
►  76, 

•  82, 

•  74, 
105. 

•  90. 
45, 
58. 
41. 


Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census 
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White  Migration  -  Wilson  County 

Table  26  indicates  that  in  Wilson  County,  the  white  popu- 
lation among  all  age  groups  experienced  a  substantial  out- 
migration  between  1950-1960.   However,  note  that  out-migration 
was  highest  among  the  20-24  and  25-29  age  groups, 

Non-White  Migration  -  Wilson  County 

Table  27  shows  that  among  the  non-white  population  in 
Wilson  County,  out-migration  is  also  evident  among  all  age 
groups.  Out-migration  is  particularly  high  for  the  20-24, 
25-29  and  30-34  age  groups. 

Note  that  the  out-migration  rate  is  much  higher  for 
the  non-white  than  the  white  population  in  all  age  groups. 
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TABLE    26.       NET    MIGRATION    OF    THE    WHITE    POPULATION, 
WILSON    COUNTY,     1950-1960 


1950 


1960 


Percent  of  1950 
G  roup  Pre  sent 
In  1960 


91.7 
92.0 
82.0 
80.6 
89.6 
90.4 
88.6 
88.3 
90.0 
87.  1 
82.0 
81,2 
77.4 
54.8 
43.3 
25.4 


Source:        U.     S.     Bureau    of    the    Census, 
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TABLE  27.   NET  MIGRATION  OF  THE  NON-WHITE  POPULATION, 
WILSON  COUNTY,  1950-1960 


1950 


1960 


Percent  of  1950 
Group  Present 
In  1960 


Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census. 
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SIGNIFICANCE  OF  MIGRATION  PATTERNS 

In  Wilson  and  Wilson  County,  it  is  obvious  the  non- 
white  population,  particularly  the  young  productive  and 
the  established  groups,  are  leaving  the  community  at  a 
faster  rate  than  the  white  population.   The  high  rate  of 
out-migration  among  the  young  productive  and  established 
non-white  population  simply  indicates  that  they  are  leavinj 
due  to  lack  of  sufficient  employment  opportunities. 
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ESTIMATED  1966  POPULATION  DISTRIBUTION 

As  of  July  1966,  utilizing  the  Cohort-Survival  method, 
the  current  population  of  Wilson  City  is  estimated  to  be  33,627. 
The  distribution  of  this  population  is  shown  in  Table  28  according 
to  Major  Age  Groups. 


TABLE  28.   THE  ESTIMATED  1966  POPULATION  BY  MAJOR  AGE  GROUP 
IN  WILSON  CITY 


1966 


Cat  ego  ry 

Preschool 
(Under  5) 

S  choo  1  Age 
(5-14) 

Young  Productive 
(15-34) 

Established  Productive 
(35-64) 

Ret  ir  ed 
(65+) 


Number 

Percent 

3,984 

11.8 

6,895 

20.5 

10, 430 

31.1 

9,714 

28.9 

2,604 

7.7 

33,627 


100.0 


Source:   These  statistics  were  compiled  from  the  detailed  character- 
istics included  in  the  Appendix. 
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FUTURE  DISTRIBUTION  OF  POPULATION 

The  projections  of  population  by  age,  sex  and  race  are 
not  predictions,  but  simply  calculations  based  on  past  trends 
and  with  the  assumption  that  these  trends  will  continue  in  the 
future.   These  projections  are  by  no  means  perfect;  however, 
they  are  important  in  that  they  will  serve  as  "guidelines"  or 
"benchmarks"  for  future  planning  programs  in  Wilson.   Again, 
the  Cohort-Survival  method  was  used  in  obtaining  these  projections 


Age 

As  shown  in  Figure  4,  the  population  of  Wilson  is  pro- 
jected to  increase  proportionately  for  the  age  groups  Under 
5-30  and  70  years  old  and  over.   On  the  other  hand,  projections 
show  that  the  age  group  30-70  will  decrease  substantially. 
(See  Appendix  D  for  population  distribution  by  age,  sex  and  race), 

By  examining  Figures  4  and  5,  one  can  see  that  the  future 
distribution  of  population  in  Wilson  County  will  be  somewhat 
different  than  in  Wilson  City.   One  of  the  outstanding  difference 
is  for  the  aged  population.   Note  that  the  City's  increases 
begin  at  70  years  old  and  over  while  the  County's  start  at  60 
years  old  and  over.   Another  significant  difference  is  in  the 
age  group  of  Under  5-30  years  old.   The  city  shows  a  substantial 
increase  for  this  age  group  while  the  county  shows  a  decrease 
beginning  at  Under  5  through  25  years  and  a  slight  increase  for 
20-30  age  group . 

The  city  also  shows  a  substantial  decrease  for  the  age 
group  beginning  35-70  years,  while  the  county  shows  a  decrease 
only  for  the  age  group  30-50  years  old.   (See  county  projection 
in  Append  ix  E ) . 


Per  c 
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FIGURE  4, 
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TOTAL  POPULATION  OF  WILSON  CITY  BY  AGE  GROUP 
FROM  1960  -  1985  (ESTIMATED) 
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FIGURE  5.   TOTAL  POPULATION  OF  WILSON  COUNTY  BY  AGE  GROUP 
FROM  1960  -  1985  (ESTIMATED) 
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S  ex 

Table  29  shows  that  between  1960-1985  (projected  years), 
the  percent  of  males  and  females  will  change  very  little  among 
all  classes;  however,  substantial  changes  are  evident  among 
the  racial  groups.   Note  that  for  both  the  white  and  non-white, 
the  females  will  outnumber  the  males  by  approximately  the  same 
margin,  2.0  percent  or  more.   Another  interesting  fact  to  note 
is  that  the  non-white  population,  both  the  males  and  females, 
are  projected  to  decrease  considerably  while  the  white 
population  is  expected  to  show  a  sizeable  increase  between 
1960-1985.   (See  Appendix  D  for  age  breakdown  by  race  and  sex). 


TABLE  29.   SEX  RATIO  OF  THE  FUTURE  ESTIMATED  POPULATION  IN 
WILSON  1960-1985 

White  Non-White  Total 


Year 

Male 

Fema  1  e 

Male 

Fema 1 e 

Male 

Fema 1 e 

1960 

28.9 

31.8 

18.3 

21.0 

47.2 

52.8 

1970 

30.6 

33.9 

16.3 

19.2 

46.8 

53.2 

1980 

32.4 

35.8 

14.5 

17.3 

46.9 

54.  1 

1985 

33.7 

35.7 

14.0 

16.6 

47.6 

52.4 

TABLE  30.   SEX  RATIO  OF  THE  FUTURE  ESTIMATED  POPULATION  IN 
WILSON  COUNTY  1960-1985 

White  Non-White  Total 


Year 

Male 

Fema  le 

Male 

Fema 1 e 

Male 

Fema 1 e 

1960 

29.  1 

30.6 

19.5 

20.8 

49.2 

50.8 

1970 

29.  1 

31.3 

18.9 

20.7 

48.0 

52.0 

1980 

28.7 

31.8 

19.1 

20.4 

47,6 

52.4 

1985 

28.8 

32.3 

18.6 

20.3 

47.4 

52.5 

In  Wilson  County,  the  percentage  of  males  is  estimated 
to  decrease;  the  percent  of  females  is  estimated  to  increase. 
Table  30  shows  that  among  racial  groups,  both  white  and  non- 
white  males  are  projected  to  decrease  as  compared  to  the 
female  population.  Table  30  shows  that  both  white  and  non- 
white  females  will  outnumber  males  by  a  substantial  margin. 

Race 

Trends  in  the  racial  characteristics  of  the  estimated 
population  of  Wilson  City  and  Wilson  County  are  shown  in  Tables 
31  and  32. 


TABLE  31. 


RACIAL  CHARACTERISTICS  OF  THE  FUTURE  ESTIMATED 
POPULATION  OF  WILSON 


White 


Year 

1960 
1970 
1980 
1985 


Numb  e  r 

17,452 
23,589 
32,249 
37,365 


Percent 

60.7 
64.5 
68.2 
69.5 


Non- 

-Whit 

e 

Numb  er 

P 

er cent 

11,301 

39.3 

13,002 

35.5 

15,038 

31.8 

16,353 

30.5 

TABLE  32, 


RACIAL  CHARACTERISTICS  OF  THE  ESTIMATED  FUTURE 
POPULATION  OF  WILSON  COUNTY 


Year 

1960 
1970 
1980 
1985 


Wl 

lite 

Non- 

-White 

Number 

Percent 

Number 

Percent 

34,498 

59.7 

23,218 

40.2 

36,052 

60.4 

23,546 

39.6 

37,  161 

60.9 

23,872 

39.  1 

37,557 

61.4 

23,933 

38.6 
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Tables  31  and  32  show  that  the  non-white  population  of 
Wilson  City  and  Wilson  County  will  gain  numerically  between 
1960-1985,  however,  the  non-white  population  will  increase 
at  a  lower  proportional  rate  than  the  white  population.   Pro- 
jections indicate  that  between  1960-1985  the  non-white  as  a 
proportion  of  the  total  population  will  decrease  by  8.8  percent 
in  the  City  and  1.6  in  the  County. 
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POPULATION  BY  MAJOR  AGE  GROUPS,  1960-1985 

In  order  to  present  a  concise  picture  of  the  future 
population,  the  various  age  groups  have  been  broken  down  or 
combined  into  categories  according  to  major  age  groups. 
These  include:   the  preschool  group,  the  school  group,  the 
young  productive  group,  the  established  productive  group  and 
the  retired  group.   This  breakdown  is  found  in  Table  33  and 
34  for  both  Wilson  City  and  Wilson  County. 

The  primary  purpose  of  this  breakdown  is  to  enable  users 
of  these  projections  to  thoroughly  understand  the  changes 
that  are  expected  to  occur  in  both  units,  and  to  provide 
guidelines  for  future  planning  programs  that  may  be  undertaken, 

Wilson  City 

By  examining  Table  33,  one  can  see  that  the  preschool  age 
children  are  expected  to  increase  by  107.8  percent  between 
1960  and  1985.   Numerically,  this  group  is  expected  to  in- 
crease from  3,220  in  1960  to  6,691  by  1985. 

The  school  group  is  expected  to  increase  by  95.8  percent 
between  1960  and  1985.  Numerically,  this  group  will  increase 
from  6,063  in  1960  to  11,874  by  1985. 

The  young  productive  group  shows  the  most  substantial 
increase  of  any  group,  119.2  percent  by  1985.   Numerically, 
this  group  is  expected  to  gain  from  8,475  in  1960  to  18,585 
by  1985.   The  most  unusual  group  is  the  established  productive 
group.   This  group  is  expected  to  increase  only  36  percent  by 
1985.    Numerically,  the  size  of  this  group  is  expected  to 
increase  from  8,912  in  1960  to  12,226  by  1985.   Note  that  the 
proportionate  size  of  this  group  is  expected  to  decrease 
substantially.   This  trend  can  be  attributed  to  a  combination 
of  three  factors.   These  are:   (1)   Increased  life  expectancy 
resulting  in  increased  proportions  of  elderly  citizens, 
(2)   Increased  birth  rates  resulting  in  increased  proportions 
of  children,  (3)   Out-migration  by  many  persons  in  the  young 
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productive  group  years  with  the  results  being  that  there  will 
be  less  people  entering  the  established  productive  group  than 
there  used  to  be. 

In  the  retired  group,  the  increase  by  1985  is  expected  to 
be  115.1  percent.   Numerically,  this  group  is  expected  to  in- 
crease from  2,017  in  1960  to  4,343  by  1985. 


W  i 1  son  County 

In  Wilson  County,  the  preschool  group  is  expected  to  in- 
crease by  7.2  percent  by  1985.   Numerically,  this  group  will 
increase  from  6,673  in  1960  to  7,151  by  1985. 

The  size  of  the  school  age  group  is  expected  to  decrease 
by  0.1  percent  between  1960  and  1985.   Numerically,  the  size 
of  the  group  will  decrease  from  13,557  in  1960  to  13,553  by 
1985. 

For  the  young  productive  group  an  increase  of  8.5  percent 
is  expected  by  1985.   Numerically  speaking,  the  size  of  this 
group  will  increase  from  16,442  in  1960  to  17,825  by  1985. 

The  size  of  the  established  productive  group  is  expected 
to  decline  by  4.9  percent.   In  addition  to  a  proportional 
decrease  in  size  of  this  group,  note  that  this  group  will  also 
decrease  numerically  from  17,418  in  1960  to  16,566  by  1985. 

In  Wilson  County,  the  65  and  over  age  group  showed  a 
sizeable  increase,  75.4  percent  by  1985.   Numerically  this 
group  will  increase  from  3,646  in  1960  to  6,395  by  1985. 


IMPLICATIONS  OF  FUTURE  TRENDS 

If  one  examines  Table  33,  one  can  see  that  Wilson's 
population  is  expected  to  increase  by  approximately  24,965 
persons  by  1985.   The  interesting  fact  to  note  is  that  large 
percentage  increases  are  projected  for  preschool,  school  age, 
young  productive  and  retired  groups,  as  opposed  to  a  relatively 
modest  increase  for  the  established  productive  group. 

Obviously,  the  increases  among  these  groups  indicate 
that  a  need  will  exist  for  additional  public  services  and 
facilities  in  order  to  meet  the  demands  resulting  from  the 
increase  in  population. 

In  the  educational  system,  Wilson  must  be  prepared  to 
meet  the  anticipated  demands  of  the  school  age  population, 
which  is  expected  to  increase  by  3,471  students  by  1985. 
Another  essential  need  of  the  youth  population  is  recreation. 
Here  too,  Wilson  must  plan  to  meet  the  anticipated  demands 
of  both  the  preschool  and  school  age  population. 

A  significant  change  that  must  be  considered  is  in  the 
composition  of  the  future  labor  force.   Note  that  the  young 
productive  group  is  expected  to  gain  considerably;  in  fact, 
more  than  any  other  group.   The  increase  in  the  young  pro- 
ductive group  has  two  implications.   First,  if  local  industry 
is  able  to  accommodate  the  increased  proportions  of  this 
group,  its  benefits  will  be  tremendous,  in  that  the  persons 
entering  the  labor  force  will  be  at  their  most  productive 
stage  of  life.   Secondly,  assuming  local  industry  is  able  to 
provide  full  employment  for  this  group,  the  effects  of  this 
employment  will  be  felt  by  the  retail,  wholesale  and  con- 
struction business,  in  that  there  will  be  a  high  demand  for 
new  homes,  furniture,  cars,  household  appliances,  etc. 

Another  group  that  needs  attention  in  terms  of  services 
and  facilities  is  the  retired  segment.   It  is  of  utmost 
importance  that  Wilson  plan  to  serve  its  retired  segment  by 
providing  recreational  facilities,  new  homes,  nursing  homes 
and  other  facilities  required  to  satisfy  their  needs. 
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SOCIAL  CHARACTERISTICS 

The  purpose  of  the  following  section  is  to  provide  some 
facts  on  the  three  qualitative  aspects  of  income,  education 
and  housing,   Generally  speaking,  these  three  factors  determine 
the  style  and  standard  of  living  to  be  enjoyed  by  citizens 
of  any  community.   In  most  cases  there  is  a  close  correlation 
among  the  existing  levels  of  each.   For  example,  if  educational 
levels  are  high,  it  is  likely  that  income  and  housing  levels 
will  be  likewise  as  high;  and  conversely,  if  educational  levels 
are  low,  it  is  likely  that  income  and  housing  levels  will  also 
be  low. 

Income 

One  of  the  most  important  aspects  of  a  community's  economy 
is  the  distribution  of  the  population  according  to  income  groups, 
Income  is  a  part  of  the  City's  wealth  and  the  manner  in  which 
it  is  distributed  tells  much  about  the  level  of  prosperity  among 
the  people. 

Table  35  shows  the  family  income  levels  in  Wilson,  Wilson 
County,  Urban  North  Carolina  and  the  entire  State.   In  1959,  the 
median  family  income  in  Wilson  was  $4,046  while  Urban  North 
Carolina's  was  $4,843*.   In  Wilson  County  median  family  income 
was  $3,087  and  the  entire  state  was  $3,956. 

First,  examining  Wilson's  income  distribution  and  that  of 
the  county  and  the  state  in  1959,  we  find  that  34.9  percent  of 
Wilson's  families  had  an  annual  income  of  less  than  $3,000. 
In  Urban  North  Carolina  the  proportion  in  this  group  was  33.1. 
In  Wilson  County,  however,  48.9  percent  had  less  than  $3,000 
income,  compared  with  37.1  in  the  entire  state.   The  higher 
percentage  for  the  county  is  probably  due  to  the  high  number 
of  farm  laborers. 

In  the  income  group  $3,000  -  $5,000,  sometimes  classified 
minimum  for  health  and  welfare,  the  city's  proportion  was  28.1 
of  its  total  families.   In  Urban  North  Carolina  the  proportion 
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was  25.0.   In  the  County,  the  proportion  was  33.6  percent  and 
the  entire  state  was  25.2  percent. 

In  the  comfortable  income  group  $5,000  to  $7,000,  17.8 
percent  of  Wilson's  families  were  in  this  bracket.   Again, 
this  was  lower  than  the  averages  for  Urban  North  Carolina  and 
the  entire  state  which  were  21.1  and  18.3  percent  respectively. 
However,  Wilson  County  had  13.8  percent  of  its  families  in  this 
group. 

In  the  "abundant"  group,  with  income  $7,000  to  $10,000, 
Wilson  had  11.3  percent  of  its  families.   Urban  North  Carolina 
had  16.3  percent,  a  substantial  difference.   Wilson  County  and 
the  state  had  8.1  and  12.3  percent  respectively,  again  a  sub- 
stantial margin. 

For  the  higher  income  group,  $10,000  and  over,  Wilson 
showed  7.9  percent  of  its  families,  compared  to  10.7  percent 
for  Urban  North  Carolina.   Wilson  County  had  5.6  percent  com- 
pared with  6.9  percent  for  the  entire  state. 

As  shown  in  Tables  36  and  37  family  income  among  the  non- 
white  is  far  below  the  white  family  income.   In  Wilson  City 
68.8  percent  of  all  non-white  families  were  in  the  income  groups 
of  Under  $1,000  to  $3,000,   In  Wilson  County  the  situation  is 
worse  where  79.8  percent  of  non-white  families  were  in  this 
group.   In  1960,  the  median  family  income  for  non-white  families 
in  Wilson  City  was  $2,313  as  compared  to  $1,622  in  Wilson  County, 


TABLE  36.   INCOME  DISTRIBUTION  BY  RACE  OF  WILSON,  1959 


Tota  1 


White 


Non-Whit  e 


Number 

Percent 

Numb  er 

P  er cent 

Numb  er 

Percent 

All  Families 

6 

,909 

100.0 

4,666 

100.0 

2 

,243 

100.0 

Under  $1,000 

632 

9.2 

191 

4.  1 

441 

19.6 

$1,000-1,999 

889 

12.9 

308 

6.7 

581 

26.0 

$2,000-2,999 

885 

12.8 

336 

7.3 

519 

23.2 

$3,000-3,999 

1 

,005 

14.5 

651 

14.  1 

354 

15.8 

$4,000-4,999 

942 

13.6 

796 

17.  1 

146 

6.6 

$5,000-5,999 

730 

10.6 

662 

14.2 

68 

3.1 

$6,000-6,999 

499 

7.2 

451 

9.7 

48 

2.1 

$7,000-7,999 

391 

5.7 

357 

7.7 

34 

1.5 

$8,000-8,999 

230 

3.3 

210 

4.6 

20 

.8 

$9,000-9,999 

159 

2.3 

139 

3.0 

20 

.8 

$10,000  and  over 

547 

7.9 

535 

11.5 

12 

.5 

Med  ian  Fami ly 

Income 

4 

,046 

2 

,313 

Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census 
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TABLE  37.   INCOME  DISTRIBUTION  BY  RACE  OF  WILSON  COUNTY,  1959 


Tot 

al 

Whit 

e 

Non- 

■White 

Numb  er 

Percent 

Numb  er 

Percent 

Numb  er 

Percent 

All    Families 

13,193 

100.0 

8,952 

100.0 

4, 

,241 

100.0 

Under    $1,000 

2,459 

18.7 

1,059 

11.9 

1. 

,  400 

33.  1 

$1,000-1,999 

2,253 

17.0 

1,094 

12.3 

1, 

,159 

27.4 

$2,000-2,999 

1,737 

13.2 

921 

10.3 

816 

19.3 

$3,000-3,999 

1,705 

12.9 

1,227 

13.8 

428 

10.0 

$4,000-4,999 

1,409 

10.7 

1,226 

13.7 

183 

4.4 

$5,000-4,999 

1,092 

8.2 

1,012 

11.4 

80 

1.8 

$6,000-6,999 

730 

5.6 

674 

7.6 

56 

1.4 

$7,000-7 ,999 

540 

4.0 

490 

5.5 

50 

1.2 

$8,000-8,999 

312 

2.3 

292 

3.3 

20 

.4 

$9,000-9,999 

226 

1.8 

202 

2.3 

24 

.  5 

$10,000    and    over 

730 

5.6 

705 

7.9 

25 

.  5 

Median    Fami ly 

Income 

$3 ,087 

$1 

,622 

Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census. 


Educational  Attainment 

Tables  38  through  41  show  the  level  of  educational  attain- 
ment for  both  Wilson  City  and  Wilson  County  in  1960.   In  order 
to  judge  the  level  of  educational  attainment  for  both  Wilson 
City  and  Wilson  County,  comparisons  have  been  made  to  similar 
areas  or  units.   As  shown  in  Table  38,  the  level  of  education- 
al attainment  in  Wilson  is  somewhat  below  that  of  Urban  North 
Carolina.   Comparing  the  median  number  of  school  years  com- 
pleted, Wilson  City's  level  is  slightly  below  Urban  North 
Carolina  for  both  males  and  females.   In  1960,  for  Wilson 
City  the  median  number  of  school  years  completed  for  males 
was  8.6  and  in  Urban  North  Carolina  it  was  10.1.   For  the 
females  it  was  9.7  and  10.7,  respectively.   Note  that  for 
both  Wilson  and  Urban  North  Carolina  the  female  median  number 
of  school  years  completed  is  far  above  the  males. 

In  Wilson  County,  the  level  of  educational  attainment  is 
also  below  the  state's  median  level.   In  1960,  as  shown  in 
Table  39,  the  median  number  of  school  years  completed  by  the 
male  population  was  7.5  years  in  Wilson  County  and  8.5  years 
for  the  state.   For  the  females  it  was  8.7  and  9.5  years, 
respectively.   Again,  as  was  true  for  Wilson  City  and  Urban 
North  Carolina,  the  level  of  educational  attainment  for  the 
female  is  higher  than  the  males. 

By  examining  Tables  40  and  41  which  show  the  level  of 
education  for  the  non-white  in  Wilson  City  and  Wilson  County, 
one  can  clearly  see  that,  here  too,  the  City  and  County  level 
of  education  attainment  is  far  below  Urban  North  Carolina  and 
the  State's  level.   In  1960,  the  median  number  of  school  years 
completed  in  Wilson  City  was  6.3  and  7.6  years  in  Urban  North 
Carolina.   For  the  same  year  the  median  number  of  school  years 
completed  was  5.8  in  Wilson  County  and  7.0  years  for  the  State. 
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TABLE  38.   NUMBER  AND  PERCENT  OF  INDIVIDUALS  AGE  TWENTY-FIVE 

AND  OVER  ACCORDING  TO  NUMBER  OF  SCHOOL  YEARS  COMPLETED, 
WILSON,  1960 

Wilson  Urban  N.  C, 


Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census. 


1,178 

7.2 

12.  1 

905 

13.2 

11.6 

633 

9.2 

8.8 

575 

8.4 

8.7 

Years  of  School  Completed  Number   P  ercent      Percent 

Males,  twenty-five  and  over  6,855     100.0 

No  schoo  1  years 

completed  357        5.2  2.8 

1-4  years 
5  -  6  years 

7  years 

8  years 

H  igh  School 

1  -  4  years  1,  108      16.2        16.9 

4  years  932       13.6         18.2 

College 

1  -  3  years  672       9.8         9.4 

4  years  or  more  495       7.2        11.4 

Median  School  Years  Completed  8.6  10.1 

Females,  twenty-five  and  over  8,110     100.0        100.0 

No  school  years 

completed  232       2.9         2.2 

1  -  4  years 

5  -  6  years 

7  years 

8  years 

H  igh  S  choo  1 

1  -  3  years  1,498      18.5         17.8 

4  years  1,512      18.6         23.  1 

Col  1  ege 

1  -  3  years  709        8.7         10.8 

4  years  706       8.7  8.4 

Median  School  Years  Completed  9.7  10.7 


1,037 

12.8 

9.4 

1,059 

13.  1 

10.8 

624 

7.7 

8.7 

733 

9.0 

8.8 
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TABLE  39.   NUMBER  AND  PERCENT  OF  INDIVIDUALS  AGE  TWENTY-FIVE  AND 
OVER  ACCORDING  TO  NUMBER  OF  SCHOOL  YEARS  COMPLETED, 
WILSON  COUNTY,  1960 


Years  of  School  Completed 

Males,  twenty-five  and  over 

No  school  years  completed 

1-4  years 
5-6  years 

7  years 

8  years 

High  School 

1  -  3  years 
4  years 

College 

1  -  3  years 

4  years  and  more 

Median  School  Years  Completed 


Wilson 

Urb 

an  N.  C 

Number 

Percent 

P 

ercent 

13,368 

100.0 

856 

6.4 

3.7 

3,072 

22.9 

16.1 

2,099 

15.7 

14.4 

1,328 

9.9 

11.2 

1,030 

7.8 

8.2 

1,952 
1,560 


854 
617 


7.5 


14.7 
11.7 


6.3 
4.6 


16.2 
16.1 


6.3 
6.9 


8.5 


Female,  twenty-five  and  over 

No  school  years  completed 

1  -  4  years 
5-6  years 

7  years 

8  years 

High  School 

1  -  3  years 
4  years 

College 

1  -  3  years 
4  years 

Median  School  Years  Completed 


14,966 


508 


2,593 
2,548 


991 
875 


8.7 


100.0 


3.4 


17.3 
17.0 


6.7 
5.9 


100.0 


2.5 


2,153 

14.4 

10.9 

2,338 

15.6 

13.  1 

1,512 

10.  1 

11.2 

1,448 

9.6 

9.5 

17.8 
21.5 


7.8 
5.7 


9.5 


Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census 
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TABLE  40.   NUMBER  AND  PERCENT  OF  NON-WHITE  PERSONS  TWENTY-FIVE 

AND  OVER  ACCORDING  TO  NUMBER  OF  SCHOOL  YEARS  COMPLETED 
FOR  WILSON  AND  URBAN  N.  C.  1960 


Years  of  School  Completed 
Persons  25  years  old  and  over 

No  school  years  completed 

E 1 ementa  ry 

1  -  4  years 

5  -  6  years 

7  years 

8  years 

H  igh  S  choo  1 

1  -  3  years 
4  years 


Units 


Wilson 


Numb  er   Percent 


5,301 
440 


1,574 
959 
507 
511 


699 
363 


100.0 
8.3 


29.6 

18.0 

9.5 

9.6 


13.  1 
6.8 


Urban  N.C, 


Numb  er   Percent 

100.0 

3  .5 


21.7 

16.6 

10.3 

9.7 


16.4 
10.7 


College 


1  -  3  years 
4  years 

Median  School  Years  Completed 


78 
200 


6.3 


1.4 
3.7 


7  .6 


3.7 
5.4 


Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  Census. 
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TABLE  41.   NUMBER  AND  PERCENT  OF  NON-WHITE  PERSONS  TWENTY-FIVE 

AND  OVER  ACCORDING  TO  NUMBER  OF  SCHOOL  YEARS  COMPLETED 
FOR  WILSON  COUNTY  AND  NORTH  CAROLINA,  I960 


Uni 

Lts 

Wilson 

County 

North 

Caro 1 ina 

Number 

Percent 

Number 

Percent 

9,653 

100.0 

914 

9.5 

6.5 

Years  of  School  Completed 
Persons  25  years  old  and  over 

No  school  years  completed 

E 1 ementa  ry 

1-4  years  3,157  32.7  2  5.5 

5-6  years  1,878  19.5  18.2 

7  years  996  10.4  11.6 

8  years  788  8.2  9.0 

High  School 

1-3  years  1,090      11.3  14.6 

4  years  521       5.3  8.7 

College 

1  -  3  years  91        .9  2.5 

4  years  220       2.2  3.5 

Median  School  Years  Completed        5.8  7.0 


Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  Census, 
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Housing  Characteristics 

In  1960  approximately  43.2  percent  of  Wilson's  dwelling 
units  were  owner  occupied.   Negro-owned  dwelling  units  were 
7.7  percent  and  white-owned  accounted  for  35.4  percent.   About 
51.8  percent  of  dwelling  units  in  Wilson  were  occupied  by 
renters;  26.1  percent  white  and  25.7  percent  non-white.   (See 
Table  42  for  details).   Of  the  total,  73.5  percent  of  the 
dwelling  units  were  classified  as  sound,  21.4  deteriorating  and 
4.9  percent  dilapidated. 

In  Wilson,  the  non-white  occupied  33.4  percent  of  all 
dwelling  units  in  1960.   Of  the  total  non-white  occupied 
units  50  percent  were  sound,  42.3  deteriorating  and  8.7 
dilapidated. 
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TABLE  42.   HOUSING  CHARACTERISTICS  FOR  THE  CITY  OF  WILSON,  1960 

Percent  of    Percent  of 

Numb  er  To ta 1  Sub-G  roups 

All  Housing  Units  8,395 

Owner  Occupied                3,623  43.2  100.0 

White                        2,974  35.4  82.0 

Non-White                     649  7.7  18.0 

Renter  Occupied                4,355  51.8  100.0 

White                        2,195  26.1  50.4 

Non-White                   2,160  25.7  49.6 


3, 

,623 

43 

,2 

2. 

,974 

35 

.4 

649 

7, 

,7 

4 

,355 

51, 

,8 

2 

,195 

26 

.  1 

2 

,160 

25 

.7 

417 

5, 

,0 

8, 

,395 

6 

,  176 

73  , 

,  5 

5, 

,308 

63, 

,2 

868 

10, 

,3 

Vacant  417  5.0  100.0 

All  Housing  Units 

Sound 

With    all    Plumbing 

Facilities  5,308        63.2  85.9 

Lacking  Some  or  All  868         10.3  14.1 

Deteriorating  1,805        21.4  100.0 

With  all  Plumbing 

27.8 
72.2 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

53.8 
46.2 

Deteriorating  1,190  14.1  100.0 
With  all  Plumbing 

Facilities  117  1.3  9.8 

Lacking  Some  or  All  992  11.8  80.2 

Dilapidated  293         3.4  8.7 


Fac  i  1  i  ti  e  s 

502 

5, 

,9 

Lacking  Some  or  All 

1 

,303 

15, 

,  5 

Dilapidated 

414 

4, 

,9 

ousing  Units  -  Non-White 

2 

,809 

33, 

,4 

S  ound 

1, 

,407 

16, 

,7 

With  all  Plumbing 

Facilities 

757 

9, 

.0 

Lacking  Some  or  All 

650 

7, 

,7 

Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census  -  1960, 
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SUMMARY 

Basically,  both  Wilson  and  Wilson  County  have  a  large 
percentage  of  their  families  in  the  low  income  groups.   For 
example,  in  1959  the  proportion  of  Wilson's  families  earning 
less  than  $5,000  was  63  percent  while  in  the  county  the 
situation  was  worse  where  72.5  percent  of  all  families  were 
in  this  income  category.   In  Wilson  City  the  proportion  of 
white  families  earning  less  than  $5,000  was  49  percent  com- 
pared to  91.2  percent  for  the  non-white  families.   In  Wilson 
County,  the  proportion  among  the  white  families  was  62.1 
percent  while  for  the  non-white  families  it  was  94.2  percent. 

This  is  not  a  very  healthy  situation.   As  a  general  rule, 
when  you  have  this  situation  a  large  percentage  of  these 
families  return  most,  if  not  all  of  their  income  to  the  local 
economy.   Although  this  is  definitely  important,  it  does  not 
account  for  a  very  large  percentage  of  both  Wilson  City's  and 
Wilson  County's  total  personal  income. 

Since  a  fairly  large  percentage  of  Wilson's  and  Wilson 
County's  total  income  is  received  by  a  small  minority, 
investment  by  these  families  is  probably  tied  up  in  activities 
outside  of  the  immediate  area.   This  does  not  imply  that  the 
high  income  families  spend  less  locally  for  goods  and  services 
than  the  low  and  middle  income  families,  as  this  certainly  is 
not  the  case;  but  rather,  that  they  spend  a  smaller  percentage 
of  their  total  personal  income.   This  simply  means  that  a 
certain  amount  of  the  purchasing  power  is  lost  in  the  local 
e  c  onomy . 

Educational  level  is  another  serious  problem,  unfortunate- 
ly, for  both  Wilson  and  Wilson  County.   In  1960,  Wilson  had 
9,300  persons,  or  62.4  percent  of  the  population  twenty-five 
years  old  and  over  with  less  than  a  twelfth  grade  education. 
In  Wilson  County,  the  figure  was  19,525  or  68.9  percent. 
Among  the  non-white  population,  Wilson  City  had  4,250  or  80.1 
percent  while  the  county  had  7,909  persons  or  81.9  percent. 
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Obviously,  both  Wilson  and  Wilson  County  are  confronted  with 

a  serious  problem  in  that  today  industry  requires  a  well  trained 

and  well  educated  labor  force. 

The  conclusions  in  the  preceding  paragraphs  are  based 
on  1960  data;  however,  since  1960  Wilson  has  made  attempts 
to  correct  the  income  and  educational  level  with  the 
establishment  of  the  Wilson  County  Technical  Institute  in 
1959.   This  institution  offers  courses  in  all  vocational 
and  technical  fields.   This  institution  has  provided  an 
excellent  opportunity  for  the  unskilled  as  well  as  the 
skilled  personnel  already  in  Wilson  and  surrounding  areas. 
In  its  recruiting  program  the  Institute  has  placed  a  great 
deal  of  emphasis  on  the  unskilled  labor  personnel  who  have 
not  obtained  an  adequate  elementary  or  secondary  education. 
The  assistant  director  of  the  Institute  has  indicated  that  the 
results  have  been  excellent.   On  a  request  basis,  the  Institute 
provides  a  training  program  for  those  industries  already  in 
Wilson  or  desiring  to  locate  in  the  area.   In  this  instance, 
the  industries  provide  the  equipment  and  the  Institute  the 
technical  assistance.   This  program  not  only  has  enabled  the 
industries  to  locate  in  Wilson,  but  it  has  also  permitted 
skilled  personnel  in  Wilson  to  upgrade  themselves  technically 
and  financially. 

To  aid  the  elementary  and  secondary  education  system,  the 
City  of  Wilson  recently  approved  a  supplement  tax  for  its 
school  system,  which  in  itself  indicates  that  the  local  citizens 
are  aware  of  the  low  educational  levels.   Based  on  the  initiation 
of  these  two  programs,  it  would  appear  Wilson  will  be  able  to 
supply  qualified  personnel  for  industries  desiring  to  locate 
in  Wilson. 

At  this  point,  it  is  obvious  there  are  not  any  clear-cut 
solutions  to  the  problem;  however,  there  is  little  doubt  that 
a  further  upgrading  of  Wilson's  and  Wilson  County's  education- 
al facilities,  not  only  among  the  elementary  and  secondary 
system  but  also  among  the  vocational  and  technical  fields, 
would  greatly  assist  them  in  their  efforts  to  attract  more 
and  higher  quality  industry. 
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APPENDIX  A 


TABLE  A-l. 


AGE,  RACE  AND  SEX  CHARACTERISTICS  OF  THE  POPULATION  OF 
WILSON  CITY,  1950 


Number  of  People 
All  Classes  White 


Non-White 


Age 

Tota  1 

Ma  le 

Fema 1 e 

Male 

Fema 1 e 

Male 

Fema 1 e 

Under  5 

2,688 

1,356 

1 

,332 

708 

671 

648 

661 

5-9 

2,  190 

1,092 

1 

,098 

565 

557 

527 

541 

10-14 

1,635 

798 

837 

410 

448 

388 

389 

15-19 

1,739 

806 

933 

433 

523 

373 

410 

20-24 

2,213 

1,015 

1 

,198 

667 

735 

348 

463 

25-29 

2,  140 

1,001 

1 

,139 

657 

698 

344 

441 

30-34 

1,874 

889 

985 

591 

588 

298 

397 

35-39 

1,785 

853 

932 

526 

536 

327 

396 

40-44 

1,479 

680 

799 

400 

441 

280 

358 

45-49 

1,334 

611 

723 

333 

412 

278 

311 

50-54 

1,151 

562 

589 

334 

338 

228 

251 

55-59 

894 

432 

462 

274 

311 

158 

151 

60-64 

646 

314 

332 

189 

209 

125 

123 

65-69 

597 

270 

327 

152 

187 

118 

140 

70-74 

347 

148 

199 

83 

124 

65 

75 

75-84 

258 

97 

161 

60 

114 

37 

47 

85-o ver 

40 

16 

24 

8 

12 

8 

12 

23,010   10,940    12,070    6,390 


6,904    4,550 


5,  166 


Under  5 

5-9 

10-14 

15-19 

20-24 

25-29 

30-34 

35-39 

40-44 

45-49 

50-54 

55-59 

60-64 

65-69 

70-74 

75-84 

8  5-over 


1  .7 

12.4 

9.5 

10.0 

7.  1 

7.3 

7.6 

7  .4 

9.6 

9.3 

9.3 

9.  1 

8.1 

8.2 

7  .8 

7.9 

6.4 

6.2 

5.8 

5.7 

5.0 

5.  1 

3.9 

3.9 

2.8 

2.9 

2.6 

2.4 

1.5 

1.3 

1  .2 

0.8 

0.  1 

0.  1 

I 

? er cent  s 

11, 

.1 

I  1  , 

,2 

9. 

,  1 

8, 

,8 

6, 

,9 

6, 

,4 

7  , 

.8 

6, 

,8 

9. 

■  9 

10 

.4 

9, 

,4 

10, 

,3 

8. 

.1 

9, 

,2 

7  , 

,8 

8, 

,2 

6. 

,  6 

6, 

.3 

6, 

.0 

5, 

.2 

5, 

.0 

5, 

,2 

3, 

,8 

4, 

,3 

2, 

.8 

3, 

.0 

2, 

,  7 

2, 

,4 

1, 

.6 

1, 

,3 

1 

,3 

0, 

,9 

0 

,  1 

0 

,1 

9.7 

14.2 

8.  1 

11.7 

6.5 

8.5 

7.6 

8.2 

10.5 

7.6 

10.  1 

7.6 

8.5 

6.5 

7.8 

7.2 

6.4 

6.2 

6.0 

6.  1 

4.9 

5.0 

4.5 

3.5 

3.0 

2.7 

2.7 

2.6 

1.8 

1  .4 

1  .7 

0.8 

0.2 

0.2 

12.8 


10 
7, 

7 


Total 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


Source; 


U.  S 


lureau  of  the  Census, 
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APPENDIX  A 


TABLE  A-2 


AGE,  RACE  AND  SEX  CHARACTERISTICS  OF  THE  POPULATION 
OF  WILSON  CITY,  1960 


Number  of  People 


Age 

0-4 

5-9 

10-14 

15-19 

20-24 

25-29 

30-34 

35-39 

40-44 

45-49 

50-54 

55-59 

60-64 

65-69 

70-74 

7  5  + 


All  Classes 

Whit  e 

N  on- 

-White 

Tota  1 

Male 

Fema  1  e 

Male    F 

ema  1  e 

Male 

Fema  1  e 

3,220 

1,654 

1 

,566 

928 

847 

726 

719 

3,2  40 

1,634 

1, 

,606 

877 

809 

757 

797 

2,823 

1,410 

1, 

,413 

732 

733 

678 

680 

2,40  4 

1,066 

1 

,338 

624 

838 

442 

500 

2,076 

922 

1 

,154 

680 

872 

242 

282 

1,929 

899 

1 

,030 

639 

666 

260 

364 

2,069 

1,002 

1 

,067 

7  10 

679 

292 

388 

1,987 

931 

1 

,056 

636 

657 

295 

399 

1,793 

865 

928 

567 

571 

298 

357 

1,638 

779 

859 

498 

517 

281 

342 

1,390 

637 

753 

376 

446 

261 

307 

1,  193 

533 

660 

303 

40  5 

230 

255 

972 

428 

544 

260 

356 

168 

188 

848 

356 

492 

207 

314 

149 

178 

571 

236 

335 

140 

207 

96 

128 

600 

227 

373 

132 

226 

95 

147 

Tota  1 


28,753       13,579  15,174         8,309 


9,143  5,270 


6,031 


Percent  s 

0-4 

11.20 

12.2 

10.3 

11.  17 

9. 

,26 

13.78 

11.92 

5-9 

11.27 

12.0 

10.6 

10.56 

8, 

,85 

14.36 

13.21 

10-14 

9.82 

10.4 

9.3 

8.81 

8, 

,02 

12.88 

11.27 

15-19 

8.36 

7.8 

8.8 

7.51 

9. 

,  17 

8.39 

8.29 

20-24 

7.22 

6.8 

7.6 

8.  18 

9, 

,  54 

4.59 

4.68 

25-29 

6.71 

6.6 

6.8 

7.69 

7. 

,28 

4.93 

6.04 

30-34 

7.20 

7.4 

7.0 

8.55 

7  . 

.43 

5.54 

6.43 

35-39 

6.91 

6.9 

7  .0 

7.65 

7  . 

.  19 

5.60 

6.62 

40-44 

6.23 

6.4 

6.  1 

6.82 

6, 

,24 

5.65 

5.92 

45-49 

5.70 

5.7 

5.7 

5.99 

5, 

,65 

5.33 

5.67 

50-54 

4.83 

4.7 

5.0 

4.53 

4, 

,88 

4.95 

5.09 

55-59 

4.15 

3.9 

4.3 

3.65 

4. 

.43 

4.36 

4.23 

60-64 

3.38 

3  .2 

3.6 

3.  13 

3, 

,89 

3.  19 

3.  12 

65-69 

2.94 

2.6 

3.2 

2.49 

3, 

,  43 

2.83 

2.95 

70-74 

1.99 

1.7 

2.2 

1.68 

2, 

,26 

1.82 

2.  12 

7  5  + 

2.09 

1.7 

2.5 

1.59 

2, 

,48 

1.80 

2.44 

Total 

100.00 

100.0 

100.0 

100.00 

100, 

.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Source: 

U.  S  .  Bureau  o  f 

the  Census 
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APPENDIX  B 


TABLE  B-l. 


AGE,  RACE  AND  SEX  CHARACTERISTICS  OF  THE  POPULATION 
OF  WILSON  COUNTY,  1950 


Number  of  People 
All  Classes  White 


Non-White 


Age 

0-4 

5-9 

10-14 

15-19 

20-24 

25-29 

30-34 

35-39 

40-44 

45-49 

50-54 

55-59 

60-64 

65-69 

70-74 

7  5  + 


Tota  1 

Male 

Fema  1  e 

Ma  1  e 

Fema 1 e 

Male 

Fema  1  e 

7,267 

3,667 

3,600 

1  ,918 

1, 

,831 

1,7  49 

1 

,769 

6,  112 

3,003 

3,109 

1,653 

1 

,641 

1,350 

1 

,468 

5,475 

2,785 

2,690 

1,617 

1, 

,541 

1,168 

1 

,149 

4,874 

2,461 

2,413 

1,439 

1 

,388 

1,022 

1 

,025 

4,702 

2,255 

2,447 

1,403 

1 

,398 

852 

1 

,0  49 

4,396 

2,138 

2,258 

1,354 

1 

,389 

784 

869 

3,987 

1,908 

2,079 

1,257 

1 

,310 

651 

769 

3,821 

1,856 

1,965 

1,  193 

1 

,220 

663 

745 

3,112 

1,554 

1,558 

977 

966 

577 

592 

2,734 

1,270 

1,464 

781 

933 

489 

531 

2,350 

1,209 

1,  141 

773 

727 

436 

414 

1,784 

897 

887 

597 

616 

300 

271 

1,315 

647 

668 

433 

459 

214 

209 

1,  198 

554 

644 

338 

412 

216 

232 

7  48 

326 

422 

196 

282 

130 

140 

631 

264 

367 

172 

248 

92 

119 

Tota  1 


54,506   26,794    27,712   16,101    16,361   10,693    11,351 


0-4 

5-9 

10-14 

15-19 

20-24 

25-29 

30-34 

35-39 

40-44 

45-49 

50-54 

55-59 

60-64 

65-69 

70-74 

7  5  + 

Tota  1 


13  . 

.3  5 

13, 

,7 

11, 

.21 

11  , 

,3 

10 

,04 

10, 

4 

8. 

,94 

9, 

,2 

8, 

.62 

8, 

,4 

8 

,07 

8, 

,0 

7 

.32 

7  , 

.  1 

7  . 

,01 

6. 

,9 

5, 

,7  1 

5. 

8 

5, 

,02 

4, 

,7 

4. 

.31 

4, 

,5 

3, 

,27 

3, 

.3 

2, 

,41 

2, 

.4 

2 

.20 

7 :, 

.  1 

1, 

.37 

1, 

,2 

1 

.  15 

1, 

.0 

100, 

.00 

100. 

.0 

Per cent  s 

13.0 

11.9 

11.8 

16.4 

11.3 

10.3 

10.0 

12.7 

9.7 

10.0 

9.4 

11.0 

8.7 

8.9 

8.4 

9.6 

8.8 

8.7 

8.5 

8.0 

8.  1 

8.4 

8.4 

7.4 

7.5 

7.8 

8.0 

6.0 

7.  1 

7.4 

7.4 

6.2 

5.6 

6.0 

5.9 

5.3 

5.3 

4.8 

5.7 

4.5 

4.  1 

4.8 

4.4 

4.0 

3.2 

3.8 

3.7 

2.8 

2.4 

2.7 

2.8 

2.0 

2.3 

2.  1 

2.5 

2.0 

1.5 

1.3 

1.7 

1.2 

1.4 

1.  1 

1.4 

0.9 

15.6 

13.0 

10.  1 

9,  1 


1.0 


100.0 


100.0   100.0 


Source: 


iureau  of  the  Census, 
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APPENDIX    B 


TABLE    B-2, 


AGE,     RACE    AND    SEX    CHARACTERISTICS     OF    THE    POPULATION 
OF    WILSON    COUNTY,     1960 


Number    of    People 


Age 

0-4 

5-9 

10-14 

15-19 

20-24 

25-29 

30-34 

35-39 

40-44 

45-49 

50-54 

55-59 

60-64 

65-69 

70-74 

7  5  + 


All  Classes 

Whit 

c 

Non- 

Whit( 

Tota  1 

Male 

Fema  le 

Male 

Fema 1 e 

Male 

Fema  1  e 

6,673 

3,425 

3,248 

1,761 

1,588 

1,664 

1 

,660 

6,963 

3,518 

3,445 

1,820 

1,680 

1,698 

1 

,765 

6,594 

3,331 

3,263 

1,729 

1,709 

1,602 

1 

,554 

5,313 

2,530 

2,783 

1,446 

1,618 

1,084 

1 

,165 

3,827 

1,843 

1,984 

1,213 

1,377 

630 

607 

3,454 

1,631 

1,823 

1,100 

1,  180 

531 

643 

3,828 

1,869 

1,959 

1,285 

1,227 

584 

732 

3,773 

1,808 

1,965 

1,219 

1,263 

589 

702 

3,524 

1,687 

1,837 

1,117 

1,  158 

570 

679 

3,251 

1,590 

1,661 

1,051 

1,080 

539 

581 

2,715 

1,316 

1,399 

853 

896 

463 

503 

2,344 

1,090 

1,254 

673 

821 

417 

43  3 

1,811 

846 

965 

563 

668 

283 

297 

1,510 

671 

839 

423 

563 

248 

276 

1,032 

458 

574 

310 

381 

148 

193 

1,  104 

432 

672 

269 

457 

163 

215 

Total 


57,716       28,045         29,671       16,832  17,666       11,213  12,005 


0-4 

5-9 

10-14 

15-19 

20-24 

25-29 

30-34 

35-39 

40-44 

45-49 

50-54 

55-59 

60-64 

65-69 

70-74 

7  5  + 

Tota  1 


11 . 

.56 

12, 

,2 

12. 

,06 

12, 

,  5 

11  . 

42 

11  , 

.9 

9. 

21 

9, 

,0 

6. 

,63 

6, 

,6 

5. 

,99 

5, 

,8 

6. 

,63 

6, 

,7 

6, 

.53 

6, 

.  5 

6, 

,  11 

6 

.0 

5, 

,63 

5 

.7 

4, 

,7  1 

4 

.7 

4, 

,06 

3, 

.9 

3, 

.  14 

3, 

.0 

2. 

.62 

2 

.4 

1, 

,  79 

1 

.6 

1  . 

,91 

1 

.  5 

100, 

.00 

100 

.  0 

Per cent  s 

11.0 

10.46 

11.6 

10.81 

11.0 

10.27 

9.4 

8.59 

6.7 

7.21 

6.  1 

6.54 

6.6 

7.63 

6.6 

7  .24 

6.2 

6.64 

5.6 

6.24 

4.7 

5.07 

4.2 

4.00 

3.3 

3.35 

2.8 

2.51 

1.9 

1.84 

2.3 

1.60 

100.0       100.00 


8, 

,99 

14, 

,84 

13  . 

.82 

9, 

,  51 

15, 

,14 

14, 

.70 

9, 

,  67 

14. 

,29 

12. 

,94 

9, 

,  16 

9, 

,67 

9. 

,7  1 

7  , 

,  79 

5, 

,62 

5, 

,06 

6, 

,68 

4, 

,73 

5, 

,36 

6, 

,95 

5, 

,21 

6, 

,  10 

7  , 

,  15 

5, 

,25 

5, 

,85 

6, 

,  55 

5, 

.08 

5, 

,66 

6, 

.  11 

4, 

,81 

4, 

,84 

5, 

.07 

4, 

,  13 

4. 

,  19 

4, 

,65 

3, 

.72 

3, 

.61 

3, 

.78 

2  , 

,  52 

2, 

.47 

3, 

.  19 

2, 

.21 

2, 

,30 

2 

.  16 

1, 

,32 

1, 

,61 

2 

.59 

1  , 

,  46 

1  , 

78 

0, 

,00 

100, 

,00 

100, 

.00 

Source: 


lureau  of  the  Census. 
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APPENDIX  C 


TABLE  C-l. 


AGE,  RACE  AND  SEX  CHARACTERISTICS  OF  THE  POPULATION 
OF  WILSON  CITY,  1966 


Number  of  People 
All  Classes  White 


Non-Whit  e 


Age 

Tota  1 

Male 

Fema  le 

Male 

Fema  1  e 

Male 

Fema 1 e 

0-4 

3,984 

2,046 

1 

,938 

1,195 

1,089 

851 

849 

5-9 

3,737 

1,884 

1 

,853 

1,070 

985 

814 

868 

10-14 

3,158 

1,596 

1 

,562 

868 

8  48 

728 

714 

15-19 

3,092 

1,383 

1 

,709 

831 

1,065 

552 

644 

20-24 

2,976 

1,346 

1 

,630 

1,000 

1,205 

346 

425 

25-29 

2,371 

1,073 

1 

,298 

808 

907 

265 

391 

30-34 

1,991 

947 

1 

,044 

718 

755 

229 

289 

35-39 

2,031 

945 

1 

,086 

626 

639 

319 

447 

40-44 

1,905 

931 

974 

635 

624 

296 

350 

45-49 

1,749 

822 

927 

560 

587 

262 

340 

50-54 

1,567 

741 

826 

470 

525 

271 

301 

55-59 

1,365 

621 

744 

393 

467 

228 

277 

60-64 

1,097 

462 

635 

280 

424 

182 

211 

65-69 

1,025 

406 

619 

220 

371 

186 

248 

70-74 

751 

288 

463 

172 

295 

116 

168 

7  5+ 

828 

301 

527 

178 

322 

123 

205 

Total 

33,627 

15,792 

17 

,835 

10,024 

11,  108 

5,768 

6,727 

Per cents 

0-4 

11.8 

12.8 

10.8 

12.0 

9.9 

14.7 

12.7 

5-9 

11.2 

11.9 

10.3 

10.7 

8.9 

14.  1 

13.0 

10-14 

9.3 

10.0 

8.7 

8.7 

7.7 

12.7 

10.7 

15-19 

9.1 

8.7 

9.6 

8.3 

9.6 

9.6 

9.6 

20-24 

8.9 

8.5 

9.1 

10.0 

10.8 

6.0 

6.4 

25-29 

7.1 

6.7 

7.3 

8.  1 

8.2 

4.6 

5.9 

30-34 

6.0 

5.9 

5.9 

7.2 

6.8 

4.0 

4.3 

35-39 

6.0 

5.9 

6.  1 

6.3 

5.8 

5.6 

6.6 

40-44 

5.7 

5.8 

5.5 

6.4 

5.6 

5.2 

5.2 

45-49 

5.2 

5.2 

5.2 

5.6 

5.2 

4.6 

5.0 

50-54 

4.7 

4.6 

4.6 

4.6 

4.8 

4.6 

4.4 

55-59 

4.0 

3.9 

4.2 

3.9 

4.2 

3.9 

4.  1 

60-64 

3.3 

2.9 

3.6 

2.7 

3.8 

3.  1 

3.1 

65-69 

3.0 

2.5 

3.5 

2.  1 

3.3 

3.2 

3.6 

70-74 

2.3 

2.8 

2.6 

1.7 

2.6 

2.0 

2.4 

7  5  + 

2.4 

1.9 

3.0 

1.7 

2.8 

2.1 

3.0 

Tota  1 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 
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APPENDIX  D 

TABLE  D-l.   AGE,  RACE  AND  SEX  CHARACTERISTICS  OF  THE  POPULATION 
OF  WILSON  CITY,  1970 

Number  of  People 

All  Classes  White  Non-White 


Age 

Total 

Male 

Fema  1  e 

Male 

Fema 1 e 

Male 

Fema 1 e 

0-4 

4,494 

2 

,308 

2,186 

1,373 

1 

,251 

935 

935 

5-9 

4,067 

2 

,050 

2,017 

1,  198 

1 

,  103 

852 

914 

10-14 

3,381 

1 

,720 

1,661 

959 

925 

761 

736 

15-19 

3,552 

1 

,595 

1,957 

969 

1 

,217 

626 

7  40 

20-24 

3,577 

1 

,629 

1,9  48 

1,214 

1 

,427 

415 

521 

25-29 

2,666 

1 

,189 

1,47  7 

921 

1 

,067 

268 

410 

30-34 

1,938 

910 

1,028 

724 

806 

186 

222 

35-39 

1,791 

836 

955 

619 

627 

217 

328 

40-44 

1,980 

975 

1,005 

681 

659 

294 

346 

45-49 

1,823 

850 

973 

602 

634 

248 

339 

50-54 

1,685 

810 

875 

533 

577 

277 

298 

55-59 

1,464 

680 

784 

453 

508 

227 

276 

60-64 

1,180 

485 

695 

293 

470 

192 

225 

65-69 

1,142 

439 

703 

229 

409 

210 

294 

70-74 

871 

322 

549 

193 

353 

129 

196 

7  5+ 

980 

350 

630 

209 

386 

141 

244 

Total      36,591   17,148    19,443   11,170    12,419    5,978     7,024 


0-4  12.3  13.5  11.3  12.3  10.1  15.6  13.3 

5-9  11.1  11.9  10.4  10.7  8.9  14.3  13.0 

10-14  9.2  10.0  8.5  8.6  7.4  12.7  10.5 

15-19  9.7  9.3  10.1  8.7  9.8  10.5  10.5 

20-24  9.8  9.5  10.0  10.9  11.5  6.9  7.4 

25-29  7.3  6.9  7.6  8.2  8.6  4.5  5.8 

30-34  5.3  5.3  5.3  6.5  6.5  3.1  3.2 

35-39  4.9  4.9  4.9  5.5  5.1  3.6  4.7 

40-44  5.4  5.7  5.2  6.1  5.3  4.9  4.9 

45-49  5.0  5.0  5.0  5.4  5.1  4.2  4.8 

50-54  4.6  4.7  4.5  4.8  4.6  4.6  4.3 

55-59  4.0  4.0  4.0  4.0  4.1  3.8  3.9 

60-64  3.2  2.8  3.6  2.6  2.8  3.2  3.2 

65-69  3.1  2.6  3.6  2.1  3.3  3.5  4.2 

70-74  2.4  1.9  2.8  1.7  2.8  2.2  2.8 

7  5+  2.7  2.0  3.2  1.9  3.1  2.4  3.5 

Total  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 


APPENDIX  D 


TABLE  D-2. 


AGE,  RACE  AND  SEX  CHARACTERISTICS  OF  THE  POPULATION 
OF  WILSON  CITY,  1980 


Number  of  People 


Age 

0-4 

5-9 

10-14 

15-19 

20-24 

25-29 

30-34 

35-39 

40-44 

45-49 

50-54 

55-59 

60-64 

65-69 

70-74 

75  + 


All  Classes 

Whit 

e 

Non- 

Whit 

e 

Tota  1 

Ma  1  e 

Fema  1  e 

Male 

Fema  1  e 

Male 

Fema  1  e 

6,058 

3,111 

2,947 

1,962 

1 

,807 

1,  149 

1 

,  140 

5,681 

2,863 

2,818 

1,833 

1 

,734 

1,030 

1 

,084 

4,719 

2,400 

2,3  19 

1,420 

1 

,362 

980 

957 

4,459 

2,001 

2,458 

1,296 

1 

,609 

705 

849 

4,277 

1,987 

2,290 

1,  521 

1 

,726 

466 

564 

3,939 

1,779 

2,160 

1,399 

1 

,553 

380 

607 

3,343 

1,608 

1,735 

1,289 

1 

,325 

319 

410 

2,475 

1,106 

1,369 

882 

1 

,000 

224 

369 

1,853 

885 

968 

698 

770 

187 

198 

1  ,643 

763 

880 

581 

601 

182 

279 

1,861 

913 

9  48 

640 

659 

273 

289 

1,630 

742 

888 

542 

614 

200 

274 

1,425 

617 

808 

413 

590 

204 

218 

1,395 

560 

835 

353 

517 

207 

318 

1,066 

365 

701 

218 

466 

147 

235 

1  ,463 

475 

988 

276 

593 

199 

395 

Tota  1 


47,287   22,175    25,112   15,323    16,926 


6,852 


8,  186 


Perec 

>nt 

0-4 

12.8 

14.0 

11.7 

12.8 

10.7 

16.8 

13.9 

5-9 

12.0 

12.9 

11.2 

12.0 

10.2 

15.0 

13  =  2 

10-14 

10.0 

10.8 

9.2 

9.3 

8.0 

14.3 

11.7 

15-19 

9.4 

9.0 

9.8 

8.5 

9.5 

10.3 

10.4 

20-24 

9.0 

9.0 

9.1 

9.9 

10.2 

6.8 

6.9 

25-29 

8.3 

8.0 

8.6 

9.1 

9.2 

5.6 

7.4 

30-34 

7  .  1 

7.3 

6.9 

8.4 

7  .8 

4.7 

5.0 

35-39 

5.2 

5.0 

5.5 

5.8 

5.9 

3.3 

4.5 

40-44 

3.9 

4.0 

3.9 

4.5 

4.5 

2.7 

2.4 

45-49 

3  .5 

3.4 

3  .5 

3  .8 

3.6 

2.7 

3.4 

50-54 

3.9 

4.  1 

3.8 

4.2 

3.9 

4.0 

3.5 

55-59 

3  .5 

3.4 

3  .6 

3.5 

3  .6 

2.9 

3.4 

60-64 

3  .0 

2.8 

3.2 

2.7 

3.5 

2.9 

2.7 

65-69 

3  ,0 

2.5 

3.3 

2.3 

3.  1 

3.0 

3.9 

70-74 

2.3 

1.7 

2.8 

1.4 

2.8 

2.  1 

2.9 

75  + 

3.  1 

2.  1 

3.9 

1.8 

3  .  5 

2.9 

4.8 

100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 
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APPENDIX    D 


TABLE    D-3, 


Age 

0-4 

5-9 

10-14 

15-19 

20-24 

25-29 

30-34 

35-39 

40-44 

45-49 

50-54 

55-59 

60-64 

65-69 

70-74 

7  5  + 

Tota  1 


AGE,     RACE    AND    SEX    CHARACTERISTICS     OF    THE    POPULATION 
OF    WILSON    CITY,     1985 


Number    of    People 
All    Classes  White 

Male  F( 


Tota  1 

Male 

Fema  le 

6, 

,691 

3 

,605 

3 

,086 

6, 

,318 

3 

,318 

3 

,265 

5, 

,291 

2 

,818 

2 

,473 

5. 

,344 

2 

,398 

2 

,946 

5, 

,  124 

2 

,380 

2 

,744 

4. 

,443 

2 

,006 

2 

,437 

3, 

,673 

1 

,785 

1. 

,888 

3, 

,067 

1 

,381 

1 

,686 

2 

,354 

1 

,225 

1 

,129 

1, 

,957 

886 

1 

,071 

1, 

,801 

871 

930 

1, 

,549 

704 

845 

1, 

,498 

656 

842 

1, 

,476 

586 

890 

1, 

,  173 

415 

758 

1  , 

,694 

537 

1. 

,  157 

Non-Wh i  t  e 


Male 


Fema 1 e 


2 

,3  49 

1 

,8  40 

1,256 

1,246 

2 

,  164 

2 

,050 

1,  154 

1,215 

1 

,726 

1 

,411 

1,092 

1,062 

1 

,619 

2 

,018 

779 

928 

1 

,847 

2 

,095 

533 

649 

1 

,602 

1 

,785 

40  4 

652 

1 

,447 

1 

,461 

338 

427 

1 

,  110 

1 

,228 

271 

458 

971 

847 

254 

282 

701 

774 

185 

297 

648 

703 

223 

227 

530 

595 

174 

250 

450 

620 

206 

222 

392 

573 

194 

317 

263 

519 

152 

239 

323 

704 

214 

453 

53,718       25,571         28,147 


18,142  19,223  7,429 


8,924 


0-4 

5-9 

10-14 

15-19 

20-24 

25-29 

30-34 

35-39 

40-44 

45-49 

50-54 

55-59 

60-64 

65-69 

70-74 

7  5  + 


12, 

.  5 

14, 

,1 

12, 

,3 

13, 

.0 

9, 

,8 

11  , 

,0 

9. 

.9 

9, 

,4 

9, 

.5 

9, 

,3 

8. 

,3 

7, 

,8 

6, 

,8 

7  . 

,0 

5, 

.7 

5, 

,  4 

4, 

.4 

4, 

.8 

3, 

.6 

3, 

,  5 

3, 

,4 

3, 

,4 

2, 

.9 

2 

,7 

2, 

.8 

2 

.6 

2 

,  7 

2 

.3 

2 

.2 

1, 

.6 

3, 

,2 

2 

.  1 

Perce 

nt 

1  1  . 

,0 

12, 

,9 

11, 

,6 

1  1  . 

,9 

8, 

,8 

9. 

,5 

10, 

.5 

8, 

,9 

9, 

,7 

10, 

,2 

8, 

,6 

8, 

.8 

6, 

,  7 

8, 

,0 

6, 

,0 

6, 

,  1 

4, 

,  0 

5, 

.4 

3, 

,8 

3, 

.9 

3, 

,3 

3, 

.6 

3, 

,0 

2 

.9 

3, 

,0 

2, 

.5 

3, 

.2 

2 

,2 

2 

.7 

1  . 

,4 

4, 

,  1 

1, 

.8 

9, 

,6 

16, 

,9 

10. 

,7 

15, 

,  5 

7, 

,3 

14, 

,7 

10, 

,5 

10, 

,5 

10, 

,9 

7, 

,2 

9, 

,3 

5, 

,4 

7, 

,6 

4, 

,6 

6, 

,4 

3, 

,7 

4, 

,4 

3, 

.4 

4, 

,0 

2 

,5 

3, 

,6 

3, 

,0 

3, 

,  1 

2, 

.3 

3, 

,2 

2, 

,8 

3, 

.0 

2, 

,  6 

2, 

,7 

2, 

,  0 

3, 

.  7 

2, 

,9 

14.0 
13.6 


11  , 
10, 
7, 
7, 
4. 
5, 
3, 
3, 
2, 
2, 
2 .  , 
3, 
2 
5. 


Total 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


APPENDIX    E 


TABLE    E-l 


AGE. 


Age 

0-4 

5-9 

10-14 

15-19 

20-24 

25-29 

30-34 

35-39 

40-44 

45-49 

50-54 

55-59 

60-64 

65-69 

70-74 

75  + 

Total 


RACE    AND    SEX    CHARACTERISTICS     OF     THE    POPULATION 
OF    WILSON    COUNTY,     1970 


Number    of    People 
All    Classes  White 


Tota  1 

Ma  le 

Fema  1  e 

6. 

,939 

3 

,563 

3, 

,376 

6 

,633 

3 

,358 

3, 

,275 

6, 

,050 

3 

,  110 

2, 

,940 

6, 

,011 

2 

,955 

3, 

,056 

4, 

,508 

2 

,  161 

2 

,347 

3, 

,773 

1, 

,668 

2 

,  105 

3, 

,  172 

1 

,541 

1, 

,631 

2 

,979 

1 

,388 

1, 

,591 

3, 

,382 

1  . 

,652 

1. 

,730 

3, 

,216 

1, 

,551 

1  . 

,665 

3 

,082 

1, 

,432 

1. 

,650 

2. 

,787 

1, 

,364 

1  , 

,423 

2. 

,  104 

921 

1, 

,183 

2 

,010 

820 

1, 

,190 

1. 

,426 

598 

828 

1, 

,525 

567 

958 

Non-Wh  i  t  e 


Male 


Fema 1 e 


Fema  1  e 


1 

,860 

1, 

,677 

1,703 

1,699 

1 

,841 

1, 

,699 

1,517 

1,576 

1 

,587 

1 

,482 

1,  524 

1,458 

1 

,592 

1 

,656 

1,363 

1,400 

1 

,297 

1 

,527 

864 

820 

1 

,  105 

1, 

,375 

563 

730 

I 

,  110 

1, 

,208 

43  1 

423 

990 

1 

,072 

298 

519 

1 

,141 

1, 

,084 

511 

646 

1 

,073 

1, 

,  118 

478 

547 

975 

1. 

,074 

457 

576 

905 

950 

459 

473 

621 

823 

300 

360 

476 

750 

344 

440 

403 

554 

195 

274 

370 

657 

197 

301 

59,597       28,649         30,948 


17,346  18,706       11,304         12,242 


Perce 

nt 

0-4 

11.6 

12.4 

10.9 

10.72 

8.97 

15.07 

13.88 

5-9 

11.1 

11.7 

10.6 

10.61 

9.08 

13.42 

12.87 

10-14 

10.  1 

10.9 

9.5 

9.15 

7.92 

13.48 

11.91 

15-19 

10.  1 

10.3 

9.9 

9.  18 

8.85 

12.06 

11.44 

20-24 

7.6 

7.5 

7.6 

7.48 

8.  17 

7.64 

6.70 

25-29 

6.3 

5.8 

6.8 

6.37 

7.35 

4.98 

5.96 

30-34 

5.3 

5.4 

5.3 

6.40 

6.46 

3.81 

3.46 

35-39 

5.0 

4.8 

5.  1 

5.70 

5.74 

3.52 

4.24 

40-44 

5.7 

5.8 

5.6 

6.58 

5.79 

4.52 

5.28 

45-49 

5.4 

5.4 

5.4 

6.  19 

5.97 

4.23 

4.47 

50-54 

5.2 

5.0 

5.3 

5.62 

5.74 

4.05 

4.71 

55-59 

4.7 

4.8 

4.6 

5.22 

5.08 

4.06 

3.86 

60-64 

3.5 

3.2 

3.8 

3  .58 

4.40 

2.65 

2.94 

65-69 

3.4 

2.9 

3.8 

2.74 

4.01 

3.04 

3,59 

70-74 

2.4 

2.  1 

2.7 

2.32 

2.96 

1.  73 

2.24 

7  5+ 

2.6 

2.0 

3.  1 

2.  14 

3.51 

1.74 

2.45 

Tota  1 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 
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APPENDIX    E 


TABLE    E-2.       AGE,     RACE    AND    SEX  CHARACTERISTICS    OF    THE    POPULATION 

OF    WILSON  COUNTY,     1980 

Number  of    People 

All    Classes 


Age 

0-4 

5-9 

10-14 

15-19 

20-24 

25-29 

30-34 

35-39 

40-44 

45-49 

50-54 

55-59 

60-64 

65-69 

70-74 

7  5  + 

Tota  1 


Tota  1 

Male 

Fema 1 e 

7, 

.  107 

3, 

,647 

3. 

,460 

7  . 

,047 

3 

,566 

3 

,481 

6 

,292 

3 

,235 

3, 

,057 

5, 

,753 

2 

,828 

2 

,925 

4, 

,  105 

2 

,012 

2. 

,093 

4, 

,208 

1 

,924 

2 

,284 

3, 

,688 

1 

,777 

1. 

,911 

3, 

,254 

1 

,416 

1. 

,838 

2. 

,803 

1. 

,363 

1. 

,440 

2. 

,547 

1 

,  194 

1 

,353 

2 

,958 

1 

,405 

1 

,553 

2, 

,759 

1 

,331 

1 

,428 

2, 

,403 

1 

,005 

1 

,398 

2. 

,368 

1 

,019 

1 

,349 

1  , 

,665 

651 

1 

,014 

2. 

,076 

714 

1, 

,362 

Whit 

e 

Non- 

■Whiti 

Male 

Fema  1  e 

Male 

Fema 1 e 

1,865 

1, 

,682 

1,782 

1 

,778 

1,927 

1 

,778 

1,639 

1 

,703 

1,676 

1 

,565 

1,559 

1 

,492 

1,610 

1 

,675 

1,218 

1 

,250 

1,  190 

1 

,324 

822 

769 

1  ,216 

1 

,407 

708 

877 

1,  186 

1, 

,339 

591 

572 

994 

1 

,249 

42  2 

589 

986 

1 

,067 

377 

373 

871 

949 

323 

404 

996 

1 

,005 

40  9 

548 

924 

983 

40  7 

445 

709 

986 

296 

412 

640 

868 

379 

481 

444 

682 

207 

332 

450 

918 

264 

444 

61,033       29,087         31,946 


17,684         19,477       11,403  12,469 


P  ercent 

0-4 

11  .7 

12.5 

10.8 

10.55 

8.64 

15.63 

14.26 

5-9 

11.6 

12.3 

10.9 

10.90 

9.  13 

14.37 

13.66 

10-14 

10.3 

11.  1 

9.6 

9.48 

8.04 

13.67 

11  .97 

15-19 

9.4 

9.7 

9.2 

9.  10 

8.60 

10.68 

10.02 

20-24 

6.7 

6.9 

6.5 

6.73 

6.80 

7.21 

6.17 

25-29 

6.9 

6.6 

7  .  1 

6.88 

7.22 

6.21 

7.03 

30-34 

6.0 

6.  1 

6.0 

6.71 

6.87 

5.  18 

4.59 

35-39 

5.3 

4.9 

5.7 

5.62 

6.41 

3.70 

4.72 

40-44 

4.6 

4.7 

4.5 

5.58 

5.48 

3.31 

2.99 

45-49 

4.2 

4.  1 

4.2 

4.92 

4.87 

2.83 

3.24 

50-54 

4.9 

4.8 

4.9 

5.63 

5.  16 

3  .59 

4.40 

55-59 

4.5 

4.6 

4.5 

5.22 

5.05 

3.57 

3.57 

60-64 

3.9 

3.5 

4.4 

4.01 

5.06 

2.60 

3o30 

65-69 

3.9 

3.5 

4.2 

3.62 

4.46 

3.32 

3.86 

70-74 

2.7 

2.2 

3.2 

2.51 

3.50 

1.81 

2.66 

7  5  + 

3.4 

2.5 

4.3 

2.54 

4.71 

2.32 

3.56 

Tota  1 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

75 


APPENDIX    E 

TABLE    E-3.       AGE,     RACE    AND    SEX    CHARACTERISTICS    OF    THE    POPULATION 
OF    WILSON    COUNTY,     1985 

Number    of    People 

All    Classes 

Age 

0-4 

5-9 

10-14 

15-19 

20-24 

25-29 

30-34 

35-39 

40-44 

45-49 

50-54 

55-59 

60-64 

65-69 

70-74 

75+  2,250  712  1,538  428  1,041  284  497 

Total  61,490       29,194         32,296  17,744         19,813       11,450  12,483 

Percent 


Total 

Male 

Fema  1  e 

7, 

,151 

3, 

,671 

3, 

,480 

7  , 

,185 

3, 

,632 

3, 

,553 

6, 

,368 

3, 

,273 

3, 

,095 

5, 

,999 

2 

,916 

3. 

,083 

4, 

,187 

2, 

,052 

2, 

,135 

4, 

,  117 

1 

,882 

2 

,235 

3, 

,522 

1 

,715 

1, 

,807 

3, 

,441 

1, 

,525 

1. 

,916 

3  , 

,032 

1, 

,468 

1, 

,564 

2, 

,664 

1, 

,206 

1 

,458 

2. 

,705 

1  , 

,282 

1 

,423 

2, 

,472 

1, 

,  178 

1, 

,294 

2. 

,252 

995 

1. 

,257 

2. 

,358 

1 

,006 

1. 

,352 

1, 

,787 

681 

1 

,106 

Whit 

e 

Non- 

White 

Male 

Fema  1  e 

Male 

Fema 1 e 

1,887 

1 

,704 

1 

,784 

1 

,776 

1,991 

1. 

,848 

1 

,641 

1; 

,705 

1,678 

1 

,  568 

1 

,595 

1, 

,527 

1,649 

1 

,782 

1 

,267 

1 

,301 

1,220 

1 

,357 

832 

778 

1,207 

1. 

,405 

675 

830 

1,  139 

1 

,253 

576 

554 

1,048 

1 

,267 

47  7 

649 

1,021 

1 

,125 

447 

43  9 

873 

1 

,027 

333 

43  1 

927 

991 

355 

43  2 

837 

907 

341 

387 

714 

855 

281 

402 

649 

885 

357 

467 

47  6 

798 

205 

308 

0-4 

11.6 

12.6 

10,  .8 

10.6 

8.6 

15.6 

14.2 

5-9 

11.7 

12.5 

11.0 

11.2 

9.3 

14.3 

13.7 

10-14 

10.4 

11.2 

9.6 

9.5 

7.9 

13.9 

12.2 

15-19 

9.8 

10.0 

9.5 

9.3 

9.0 

11.1 

10.4 

20-24 

6.8 

7.0 

6.6 

6.9 

6.8 

7.3 

6.2 

25-29 

6.7 

6.5 

6.9 

6.8 

7.  1 

5.9 

6.6 

30-34 

5.7 

5.9 

5.6 

6.4 

6.3 

5.0 

4.4 

35-39 

5.6 

5.2 

5.9 

5.9 

6.4 

4.2 

5.2 

40-44 

4.9 

5.0 

4.9 

5.8 

5.7 

3.9 

3.5 

45-49 

4.3 

4.  1 

4.5 

4.9 

5.2 

2.9 

3.5 

50-54 

4.4 

4.4 

4.4 

5.2 

•  5.0 

3.  1 

3.5 

55-59 

4.0 

4.0 

4.0 

4.7 

4.6 

3.0 

3.2 

60-64 

3.7 

3.4 

3.9 

4.0 

4.3 

2.4 

3.2 

65-69 

3.8 

3.5 

4.2 

3.7 

4.5 

3.  1 

3.7 

70-74 

2.9 

2.3 

3.4 

2.7 

4.0 

1.8 

2.5 

7  5+ 

3.7 

2.4 

4.8 

2.4 

5.3 

2.5 

4.0 

Total        100.0    100.0     100.0       100.0     100.0    100.0     100.0 
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